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Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  ! — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Standards,  Inspections, 
Marketing  Practices),  Department  of 
Agriculture 

PART  41— STANDARD  CONTAINERS 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

On  October  29,  1964,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (29  F.R.  14753)  re¬ 
garding  a  proposed  revision  of  the  regu¬ 
lations,  effective  under  the  United  States 
Standard  Container  Act  of  1916  (39  Stat. 
673,  et  seq.,  as  amended;  15  U.S.C.  sec¬ 
tions  251-256)  and  the  United  States 
Standard  Container  Act  of  1928  (45  Stat. 
685,  et  seq.,  as  amended;  15  U.S.C.  sec¬ 
tions  257-257i) ,  as  a  result  of  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  Act  of  1928,  effective  August 
30, 1964. 

After  consideration  of  all  written  data, 
views  and  comments  received  concerning 
the  proposed  revision  and  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  section  4,  39 
Stat.  674,  as  amended;  15  U.S.C.  255;  and 
section  9,  45  Stat.  687  as  amended;  15 
U.S.C.  257h,  the  regulations  under  the 
United  States  Standard  Container  Act  of 
1916  and  the  United  States  Standard 
Container  Act  of  1928,  are  hereby 
amended  as  follows: 

1.  The  heading  preceding  §  41.6  is 
changed  from  “Marking  Requirements — 
Act  of  1916"  to  “Marking  Requirements.” 

2.  Section  41.6  is  renumbered  §  41.6-1 
and  the  heading  for  this  section  is 
changed  to  read :  “Marking  requirements 
for  1 -pound  climax  baskets;  act  of  1916.” 

3.  Section  41.6-2  is  added  to  read: 

§  41.6—2  Marking  requirements  for  con¬ 
tainers;  act  of  1928. 

All  containers  covered  by  this  Act  shall 
be  clearly  stamped  or  marked  with  ink 
to  show  their  capacity  in  bushels  or 
quarts.  The  numbers  and  letters  in  the 
marking  shall  be  not  less  than  three- 
eighths  of  an  inch  in  height  or  36  point 
type  size.  The  marking  or  stamping  of 
the  capacity  shall  be  placed  on  the  ex¬ 
terior  of  a  side  of  the  container  at  a  posi¬ 
tion  where  it  will  be  easily  discernible. 

4.  Section  41.11  is  amended  to  read: 

§  41.11  Certification  of  specifications. 

After  approval  of  the  dimension  speci¬ 
fications  and  capacity  markings  by  the 
Director,  a  certificate  will  be  issued  to 
the  manufacturer  with  a  factory  iden¬ 
tification  number  which  may  be  used  in 
marking  the  container  covered  by  the 
certificate.  The  marking  of  containers 
with  capacity  in  quarts  or  bushels  as  re¬ 
quired  in  the  Act  of  1928  must  comply 
with  §  41.6-2  of  these  regulations.  The 
container  may  be  marked  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  style. 
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5.  Section  41.19  is  amended  to  read; 

§  41.19  Table  2:  Schedule  of  capacity 
tolerances  allowed  under  the  Act  of 
1928. 


Tolerances 

Excess 

Deficiency 

Cubic  inches 
6 

Cubic  inches 
2h 
6 

10 

16 

8 

21 

11 

23 

12 

26 

13 

30 

15 

36 

18 

40 

20 

45 

23 

50 

25 

54 

27 

58 

29 

65 

33 

(Sec.  4,  39  Stat.  674;  15  U.S.C.  section  255  and 
sec.  9,  45  Stat.  637;  15  U.S.C.  section  257h) 


These  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  February  15, 1965. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  8th  day 
of  January  1965. 

Clarence  H.  Girard, 
Deputy  Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-427;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 
8:49  a.m.j 


Title  12— BANKS  AND  BANKING 

Chapter  V — Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board 

SURCHAPTER  C — FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND 
LOAN  SYSTEM 

[No.  18,747] 

PART  541— DEFINITIONS 
PART  545— OPERATIONS 
Collateral  Loans 

January  8,  1965. 

Whereas,  by  Resolution  No.  18,560, 
dated  November  5,  1964,  and  duly  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  No¬ 
vember  11,  1964  (29  F.R.  15221),  this 
Board  resolved  that  pursuant  to  Part  508 
of  the  General  Regulations  of  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board  (12  CFR  Part 
508),  and  §  542.1  of  the  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  for  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
System  (12  CFR  542.1),  it  was  proposed 
that  Parts  541  and  545  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  for  the  Federal  Savings  and 
Loan  System  (12  CFR  Parts  541  and  545) 
be  amended  by  amendments  the  sub¬ 
stance  of  which  were  set  out  in  said  publi¬ 
cation,  and 

Whereas,  all  relevant  material  pre¬ 
sented  or  available  having  been  consid¬ 
ered  by  it; 

It  is  resolved,  that  this  Board  hereby 
determines  to  adopt  the  amendments,  as 
published,  without  change. 

It  is  further  resolved  that,  inasmuch  as 
the  foregoing  amendments  relieve  re¬ 


striction,  the  Board  hereby  finds  that 
postponement  of  the  effective  date  under 
the  provisions  of  §  508.14  of  the  general 
regulations  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board  and  section  4(c)  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act  is  not  re¬ 
quired  and  the  Board  hereby  provides 
that  the  said  amendments  shall  become 
effective  on  January  14,  1965. 

(Sec.  5,  48  Stat.  132,  as  amended;  12  U.S.C. 
1464.  Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  Of  1947,  12  F.R.  4981, 
3  CFR,  1947  Supp.) 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[  seal  ]  Harry  W.  Caulsen, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-438;  Filed;  Jan.  13,  1965; 
8:49  a.m.j 


§  541.9  [Amended] 

1.  Redesignate  existing  §  541.9  of  said 
Part  541  as  §  541.9(a)  and  add  a  new 
§  541.9(b)  to  said  Part  541  to  read  as 
follows: 

(b)  The  term  “loans  on  the  security  of 
first  liens”  includes  loans  secured  by  the 
assignment,  as  collateral,  of  loans  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 

2.  Amend  Part  545  by  adding  after 
§  545.6-16  a  new  section  as  follows: 

§  545.6—17  Collateral  loans. 

An  association  may  make  collateral 
loans,  secured  by  the  assignment  of  other 
loans,  only  in  accordance  with  the  fol¬ 
lowing  requirements: 

(a)  Each  assigned  loan  is  one  which 
the  association  could  itself  make  or  pur¬ 
chase  at  par  under  applicable  law  and 
regulations,  based  on  a  current  associa¬ 
tion  appraisal; 

(b)  The  amount  of  the  collateral  loan 
may  not  exceed  at  any  time  90  percent 
of  the  aggregate  unpaid  balance  of  the 
assigned  loans; 

(c)  The  assignment  to  the  association 
provides  that: 

(1)  All  payments  of  principal  and  in¬ 
terest  on  the  assigned  loans  shall  be 
made  directly  to  the  association  and 
applied  to  the  outstanding  unpaid  bal¬ 
ance  of  the  collateral  loan,  and 

(2)  A  default  on  any  assigned  loan 
shall  constitute  a  default  on  the  collat¬ 
eral  loan  and  permit  acceleration  of  the 
maturity  of  the  collateral  loan;  and 

(d)  The  assignment  is  properly  re¬ 
corded  and  prior  to  any  other  lien  of 
record  on  the  assignor’s  interest  in  the 
assigned  loans. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-438;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:49  a.m.] 

[No.  18,748] 

PART  555— BOARD  RULINGS 
Real  Estate  Loans 

January  8, 1965. 

Resolved  that  the  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board,  upon  the  basis  of  considera- 
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tion  by  it  of  the  advisability  of  amend¬ 
ment  of  §  555.4  of  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  for  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan 
System  (12  CFR  555.4)  as  hereinafter  set 
forth,  and  for  the  purpose  of  effecting 
such  amendment,  hereby  amends  said 
section  as  follows,  effective  January  14, 
1965. 

(1)  Amend  §  555.4  by  striking  para¬ 
graph  (a)  thereof. 

(2)  Redesignate  paragraph  (b)  of 
§  555.4  as  paragraph  (a)  and  amend  the 
redesignated  paragraph  (a)  to  read  as 
follows: 

(a)  Security  for;  shares  pledged  for 
excess  over  90%  loaned  under  Section 
545.6-l(a)  (4) .  A  loan  may  not  be  made 
under  Section  545.6-1  (a)  (4)  of  this  sub¬ 
chapter  for  an  amount  in  excess  of  the 
maximum  therein  provided,  with  such 
excess  secured  by  the  pledge  of  a  savings 
account  as  collateral.  The  maximum 
amount  of  the  principal  obligation  of  a 
loan  made  pursuant  to  that  section  is 
limited  to  90%  of  so  much  of  the  value 
of  the  real  estate  as  does  not  exceed 
$25,000  plus  80%  of  so  much  of  such 
value  as  exceeds  $25,000  or  90%  of  so 
much  of  the  purchase  price  as  does  not 
exceed  $25,000  plus  80%  of  so  much  of 
such  purchase  price  as  exceeds  $25,000, 
whichever  is  lower,  and  in  no  event  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  $26,500.  In  other  words,  the 
amount  of  the  principal  obligation  of  a 
loan  under  this  section  is  determined  only 
by  a  formula  which  is  strictly  related  to 
either  the  purchase  price  or  the  value  of 
the  property,  with  a  ceiling  of  $26,500. 

(3)  Redesignate  the  existing  para¬ 
graph  (c)  as  paragraph  (b). 

Resolved  further  that,  since  the  afore¬ 
said  amendments  contain  only  state¬ 
ments  of  general  policy  or  interpreta¬ 
tions  of  substantive  rules  adopted  or 
formulated  by  the  Board  for  the  guidance 
of  the  public,  the  requirements  of  notice 
and  public  procedures  set  out  in  §  508.12 
of  the  general  regulations  of  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board  (12  CFR  508.12) 
and  section  4(a)  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  do  not  apply,  and  for  the 
same  reasons,  deferment  of  the  effective 
date  is  not  required  under  §  508.14  of 
the  general  regulations  of  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board  (12  CFR  508.14) 
and  section  4(c)  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act. 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

fSEALl  Harry  W.  Caulsen, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-439;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:49  a.m.j 


[No.  FSLIC-1,961] 

SUBCHAPTER  D — FEDERAL  SAVINGS  AND  LOAN 
INSURANCE  CORPORATION 

PART  561— -DEFINITIONS 
Definition  of  Scheduled  Items 

January  8, 1965. 

Resolved  that,  notice  and  public  pro¬ 
cedure  having  been  duly  afforded  (29 
F.R.  15222)  and  all  relevant  material 
presented  or  available  having  been  con¬ 
sidered  by  it,  the  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board,  upon  the  basis  of  such  con¬ 
sideration  and  of  determination  by  it  of 


the  advisability  of  amendment  of  §  561.15 
of  the  rules  and  regulations  for  Insurance 
of  Accounts  (12  CFR  561.15)  in  order  to 
include  certain  real  estate  in  the  def¬ 
inition  of  scheduled  items  and  for  the 
purpose  of  effecting  such  amendment, 
hereby  amends  said  §  561.15  as  follows, 
effective  February  15, 1965 ; 

Section  561.15  of  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  for  Insurance  of  Accounts  is  hereby 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  561.15  Scheduled  items. 

The  term  “scheduled  items”  means 
slow  loans  (other  than  insured  or  guar¬ 
anteed  loans),  20  percent  of  slow  loans 
which  are  insured  or  guaranteed,  real 
estate  owned  as  a  result  of  foreclosure, 
or  acquired  by  deed  in  lieu  of  foreclo¬ 
sure,  such  real  estate  sold  on  contract,  or 
by  a  loan,  where  the  unpaid  principal 
balance  exceeds  that  permitted  under 
otherwise  applicable  lending  limitations 
or  exceeds  90  percent  of  the  value  of  the 
security,  any  investment  securities  upon 
which  one  or  more  interest  payments  due 
has  not  been  paid  and  real  estate  ac¬ 
quired  in  exchange  for  any  of  the  fore¬ 
going. 

(Secs.  402,  403,  48  Stat.  1256,  1257,  as 
amended;  12  U.S.C.  1725,  1726.  Reorg.  Plan 
No.  3  of  1947,  12  F.R.  4981,  3  CFR,  1947  Supp.) 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

Tseal]  Harry  W.  Caulsen, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-440;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 
8:49  a.m.j 

Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-CE-71] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Designation  of  Control  Zone  and 
Transition  Area 

On  November  7,  1964,  a  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule  Making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (29  F.R.  15090)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  designate  a  control  zone  and 
transition  area  at  Imperial,  Nebr. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  comments. 
All  comments  received  were  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  April  1, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

(1)  In  §  71.171  (29  F.R.  17581)  the  fol¬ 
lowing  control  zone  is  added: 

Imperial,  Nebr. 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Imperial  Munici¬ 
pal  Airport,  Imperial,  Nebr.  (latitude  40°30'- 
38”  N.,  longitude  101°37'25”  W.)  and  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  137°  bearing  from 
Imperial  Municipal  Airport,  extending  from 
the  5-mlle  radius  zone  to  8  miles  SE  of  the 
airport. 


(2)  In  §  71.181  (29F.R.  17643)  the  fol¬ 
lowing  transition  area  is  added: 

Imperial,  Nebr. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  within  8  miles  NE  and 
5  miles  SW  of  the  137°  and  317°  bearings 
from  Imperial  Municipal  Airport,  Imperial, 
Nebr.  (latitude  40°30'38”  N.,  longitude  101°- 
37’25"  W.) ,  extending  from  7  miles  NW  to  13 
miles  SE  of  the  airport. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348)) 

Issued  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  5, 1965. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 
Acting  Director. 
Central  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-381;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 
8:45  a.m.j 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-WE-59[ 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone 

On  November  4,  1964,  a  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule  Making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (29  F.R.  14937)  stat¬ 
ing  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency 
proposed  to  alter  the  Palmdale,  Calif., 
control  zone. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  received  were  fa¬ 
vorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
is  amended  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  March  4, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.171  (29  F.R.  17581),  the  Palm¬ 
dale,  Calif.,  control  zone  is  amended  as 
follows: 

Palmdale,  Calif. 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  AF  Plant  No. 
42,  Palmdale,  Calif,  (latitude  34°37'45”  N., 
longitude  118°04'54”  W.);  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Palmdale  VORTAC  045° 
radial,  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone 
to  9  miles  NE  of  the  VORTAC  and  within 
2  miles  each  side  of  the  Palmdale  VORTAC 
079°  radial,  extending  from  the  5-mlle  radius 
zone  to  5  miles  E  of  the  VORTAC. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958,  as  amended  (49  U.S.C.  1348) ) 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  7, 1965. 

William  R.  Krieger, 
Deputy  Director. 

Western  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-382;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-CE-68] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  November  5,  1964,  a  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule  Making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (29  F.R.  14992)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  designate  a  transition  area  at 
Beatrice,  Nebr. 


Thursday,  January  14,  1965 
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Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  through  submission  of  comments. 
All  comments  received  were  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  April  1, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  71.181  (29  F.R.  17643)  the  follow¬ 
ing  is  added: 

Beatrice,  Nebr. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mile  radius 
of  the  Beatrice  Municipal  Airport  (latitude 
40°18'00"  N.,  longitude  96°45'15"  W.) ,  and 
within  8  miles  SW  and  5  miles  NE  of  the 
Beatrice  VOR  319”  radial  extending  from  the 
VOR  to  a  point  12  miles  NW  of  the  VOR. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348) ) 

Issued  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  5,  1965. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 

Acting  Director, 
Central  Region. 

[Fit.  Doc.  65-383:  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 
8:45  a.m.j 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-LAX-3] 

PART  73— SPECIAL  USE  AIRSPACE 
Alteration  of  Restricted  Area 

On  October  14,  1964,  a  Notice  of  Pro¬ 
posed  Rule  Making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (29  F.R.  14124)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  was 
considering  an  amendment  to  Part  73 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  the  Restricted  Area/Military 
Climb  Corridor  R-2526  at  Victorville 
(George  AFB),  Calif. 

Interested  persons  were  afforded  an 
opportunity  to  participate  in  the  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  through  the  submis¬ 
sion  of  comments.  All  comments  re¬ 
ceived  were  favorable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Part 
73  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  is 
amended,  effective  0001  e.s.t.,  April  1, 
1965,  as  hereinafter  set  forth. 

In  §  73.25  (29  F.R.  17733) ,  the  Victor¬ 
ville,  Calif.  (George  AFB),  Restricted 
Area/Military  Climb  Corridor  R-2526  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

Boundaries.  The  area  centered  on  a  line 
beginning  at  latitude  34°33'32”  N.,  longitude 
117”24'55"  W.  (2  nautical  miles  SW  of  the 
lift-off  end  of  Runway  21)  and  extending  via 
the  bearing  of  235°  to  a  point  24  nautical 
miles  SW  having  a  width  of  1  nautical  mile 
at  the  beginning  and  expanding  uniformly  to 
a  width  of  6  nautical  miles  at  the  outer 
extremity. 

Designated  Altitudes: 

Surface  to  FL  200  from  the  point  of  begin¬ 
ning  to  1  nautical  mile  SW. 

4,000  feet  MSL  to  FL  230  from  1  nautical  mile 
to  2  nautical  miles  SW  of  the  point  of  be¬ 
ginning. 

5,000  feet  MSL  to  FL  230  from  2  nautical  miles 
to  3  nautical  miles  SW  of  the  point  of 
beginning. 

6,000  feet  MSL  to  FL  230  from  3  nautical  miles 
to  5  nautical  miles  SW  of  the  point  of 
beginning. 

8,000  feet  MSL  to  FL  230  from  5  nautical  miles 
to  7  nautical  miles  SW  of  the  point  of 
beginning. 

10,000  feet  MSL  to  FL  230  from  7  nautical 
miles  to  8  nautical  miles  SW  of  the  point 
of  beginning. 

11,000  feet  MSL  to  FL  230  from  8  nautical 
miles  to  9  nautical  miles  SW  of  the  point 
of  beginning. 


12,000  feet  MSL  to  FL  230  from  9  nautical 
miles  to  10  nautical  miles  SW  of  the  point 
of  beginning. 

13,000  feet  MSL  to  FL  230  from  10  nautical 
miles  to  11  nautical  miles  SW  of  the  point 
of  beginning. 

14,000  feet  MSL  to  FL  230  from  11  nautical 
miles  to  12  nautical  miles  SW  of  the  point 
of  beginning. 

15,000  feet  MSL  to  FL  230  from  12  nautical 
miles  to  13  nautical  miles  SW  of  the  point 
of  beginning. 

16,000  feet  MSL  to  FL  230  from  13  nautical 
miles  to  14  nautical  miles  SW  of  the  point 
of  beginning. 

17,000  feet  MSL  to  FL  230  from  14  nautical 
miles  to  15  nautical  miles  SW  of  the  point 
of  beginning. 

17,600  feet  MSL  to  FL  230  from  15  nautical 
miles  to  16  nautical  miles  SW  of  the  point 
of  beginning. 

FL  182  to  FL  230  from  16  nautical  miles  to  17 
nautical  miles  SW  of  the  point  of  be¬ 
ginning. 

FL  188  to  FL  230  from  17  nautical  miles  to  18 
nautical  miles  SW  of  the  point  of  be¬ 
ginning. 

FL  194  to  FL  230  from  18  nautical  miles  to  19 
nautical  miles  SW  of  the  point  of  be¬ 
ginning. 

FL  200  to  FL  230  from  19  nautical  miles  to  24 
nautical  miles  SW  of  the  point  of  be¬ 
ginning. 

Time  of  Designation.  Continuous. 
Controlling  Agency.  Federal  Aviation 

Agency,  Edwards  Approach  Control. 


Using  Agency.  Commander,  George  AFB, 
Calif. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348)  ) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  7,  1965. 

Clifford  P.  Burton, 

Acting  Director, 

Air  Traffic  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-384;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 
8:45  a.m.] 


PART  121— CERTIFICATION  AND  OP¬ 
ERATIONS:  DOMESTIC,  FLAG,  AND 
SUPPLEMENTAL  AIR  CARRIERS  AND 
COMMERCIAL  OPERATORS  OF 
LARGE  AIRCRAFT 

Appendix  C — C-46  Nontransport 
Category  Airplanes 

Correction 

In  Appendix  C  of  Part  121  of  Title  14, 
appearing  at  page  258  of  the  issue  for 
Saturday,  January  9,  1965,  the  FAR 
number  in  the  graph  of  Fig.  1(a)(1) 
should  read  “FAR  121.201”  instead  of 
“FAR  121.199”.  As  corrected,  Fig.  1(a) 
(1)  reads  as  follows: 


CURTISS  C-46  MODELS 

CERTIFICATED  FOR  MAX.  WEIGHT  OF 45, 000  LBS. 


TAKEOFF  LIMITATION. 

ZERO  WIND  AND  ZERO  GRADIENT. 


BASED  ON  EFFECTIVE  TAKEOFF 
LENGTH.  (1.00  FACTOR) 

PAH  121.W 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Title  17— COMMODITY  AND 
SECURITIES  EXCHANGES 

Chapter  II — Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission 

[Release  No.  34-7500] 

PART  240 — GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS,  SECURITIES  EX- 

CHANGE  ACT  OF  1934 
Registration  of  Securities 

On  November  12,  1964,  in  Securities 
Exchange  Act  Release  No.  7459  (29  F.R. 
15539),  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  published  its  proposal  to 
adopt  Rule  12b-6  (17  CFR  240.12b-6) 
under  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934.  The  rule  was  proposed  for  the 
purpose  of  making  clear  that  securities 
are  not  deemed  to  be  registered  under 
the  Act  until  registration  on  a  national 
securities  exchange,  or  a  registration 
statement  filed  pursuant  to  section  12(g) , 
has  become  effective  as  provided  in  sec¬ 
tion  12  (d)  or  (g). 

As  amended  by  the  Securities  Act 
Amendments  of  1964  the  periodic  re¬ 
porting  and  proxy  solicitation  provisions 
of  sections  13  and  14  of  the  Act  are 
applicable  to  an  issuer  which  has  a  secu¬ 
rity  “registered”  pursuant  to  section  12 
of  the  Act.  Section  15(d)  of  the  Act,  as 
amended,  provides  that  the  obligation  of 
an  issuer  to  file  periodic  reports  there¬ 
under  is  suspended  if  and  so  long  as  the 
issuer  has  a  class  of  security  “registered” 
pursuant  to  section  12.  Section  16(a) 
was  amended  to  require  that  ownership 
reports  be  filed  by  beneficial  owners  of 
more  than  10  percent  of  a  class  of  equity 
security  which  is  “registered”  pursuant 
to  section  12  and  by  officers  and  directors 
of  the  issuer  of  such  security.1 

Section  12(b)  of  the  Act  provides  that 
an  issuer  may  register  a  security  on  a 
national  securities  exchange  by  filing  an 
application  with  the  exchange  and  du¬ 
plicate  originals  thereof  with  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Section  12(g)  provides  that  an 
issuer  shall  register  a  security  by  filing 
a  registration  statement  with  the  Com¬ 
mission.  Registration  on  an  exchange 
becomes  effective,  pursuant  to  section 
12(d),  30  days  after  the  exchange  cer¬ 
tifies  that  the  security  has  been  accepted 
for  listing  and  registration.  Section 
12(g)  provides  that  a  registration  state¬ 
ment  filed  thereunder  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  60  days  after  it  is  filed  with  the 
Commission.  The  effective  date  of  reg¬ 
istration  may  be  accelerated  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  under  both  sections. 


1  Section  16(a)  provides  that  the  initial 
ownership  reports  are  to  be  filed  at  the  time 
of  registration  of  a  security  on  a  national 
securities  exchange  and  by  the  effective  date 
of  a  registration  statement  filed  pursuant  to 
section  12(g).  However,  Instruction  2  to 
Form  3  (17  CFR  249.103)  presently  provides 
that  such  initial  reports  with  respect  to 
equity  securities  registered  on  a  national 
securities  exchange  need  not  be  filed  until 
10  days  after  registration  on  an  exchange 
becomes  effective,  although  such  reports 
must  Include  aU  equity  securities  which  are 
beneficially  owned  on  the  effective  date.  It 
is  proposed  to  provide  a  similar  10  day  period 
for  filing  such  reports  after  the  effective  date 
of  registration  under  section  12(g). 


Rule  12b-6  (§  240.12b-6)  provides  that 
for  the  purposes  of  sections  13,  14,  15(d) 
and  16  of  the  Act  and  the  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  thereunder,  that  securities  are 
not  deemed  to  be  registered  pursuant  to 
section  12  until  the  application  or  regis¬ 
tration  statement  is  effective.  It  also 
provides  that  securities  are  not  subject 
to  sections  13,  14  and  16  until  such  ap¬ 
plication  or  statement  is  effective  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  section  12.  Thus,  the  rule  makes 
clear  that  the  aforementioned  provisions 
of  sections  13,  14,  15(d)  and  16  are  ap¬ 
plicable  at  the  time  the  application  or 
statement  filed  pursuant  to  section  12 
is  effective. 

In  the  rule  the  term  “registration 
statement”  is  used  to  refer  both  to  an 
application  for  registration  of  securities 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  and  to 
a  registration  statement  filed  pursuant 
to  section  12(g)  of  the  Act.  It  is  pro¬ 
posed  to  include  in  the  general  rules  and 
regulations  (17  CFR  Part  240)  a  defini¬ 
tion  of  the  quoted  term  which  will  make 
its  applicability  clear. 

Commission  action.  Part  240  of  Title 
17,  Chapter  n  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulation  is  amended  by  adding  a  new 
§  240.12b-6  to  read  as  follows: 

§  240.12b— 6  When  securities  are  deemed 
to  be  registered. 

A  class  of  securities  with  respect  to 
which  a  registration  statement  has  been 
filed  pursuant  to  section  12  of  the  act 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  registered  for  the 
purposes  of  sections  13,  14,  15(d)  and  16 
of  the  act  and  the  rules  and  regulations 
thereunder  only  when  such  state¬ 
ment  has  become  effective  as  provided  in 
section  12,  and  securities  of  said  class 
shall  not  be  subject  to  sections  13,  14  and 
16  of  the  act  until  such  statement  has 
become  effective  as  provided  in  section  12. 

(Secs.  3,  13,  14.  16  and  23;  48  Stat.  882,  894, 
895,  896,  and  901,  as  amended;  15  U.S.C.  78c, 
78m,  78n,  78p  and  78w;  Sec.  3(d) ,  78  Stat.  568, 
15U.S.C.  781) 

Effective  date.  The  amendment  shall 
become  effective  on  February  5, 1965. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

January  5, 1965. 

|F.R.  Doc.  65-395;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 
8:47  a.m.j 


[Release  No.  34-7491] 

PART  240— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS,  SECURITIES  EX¬ 
CHANGE  ACT  OF  1934 

Unlisted  Trading  Privileges 

The  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion  has  amended  Rule  12f-4  (17  CFR 
240.12f-4)  dealing  with  exemptions  from 
sections  13,  14  and  16  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934  for  issuers  having 
securities  admitted  only  to  unlisted 
trading  privileges  on  a  national  securities 
exchange.  The  amendments  were  ne¬ 
cessitated  by  certain  changes  in  the  Act 
resulting  from  the  Securities  Act  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1964,  namely,  the  revision  of 
section  15(d),  and  the  addition  of  sec¬ 
tion  12(g). 


Section  12(b)  of  the  Act  provides  for 
registration  of  securities  by  an  issuer  on 
a  national  securities  exchange.  Section 
12(g)  (1)  of  the  Act  requires  the  registra¬ 
tion  of  a  class  of  equity  securities  with 
the  Commission  by  issuers  having  total 
assets  exceeding  $1,000,000  where  such 
securities  are  held  of  record  by  a  certain 
number  of  persons.  Some  companies 
exempt  under  Rule  12f-4(a)  (§  240.12f- 
4(a))  were,  prior  to  the  Amendments 
Act,  required  to  file  with  the  Commission 
certain  annual  and  periodic  reports  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15(d).  Section  15(d) 
was  amended  to  provide  that  the  obliga¬ 
tions  thereunder  to  file  reports  with  the 
Commission  are  automatically  suspended 
if  any  security  of  the  issuer  is  “registered 
pursuant  to  section  12.”  Pursuant  to 
section  12(f)  (6)  of  the  Act,  securities  ad¬ 
mitted  to  unlisted  trading  privileges  are 
deemed  to  be  “registered  on  a  national 
securities  exchange”  pursuant  to  section 
12.  Section  15(d),  as  amended,  has  the 
effect  of  eliminating  the  need  for  issuers 
to  file  under  that  section  where  they  have 
a  class  of  securities  admitted  to  unlisted 
trading  privileges. 

The  effect  of  the  amendment  to  Rule 
12f-4(a)  (§  240.12f-4(a) )  is  to  subject 
issuers  with  a  security  admitted  to  un¬ 
listed  trading  privileges  to  the  require¬ 
ments  of  section  13  if  such  issuers  would 
be  subject  to  the  equivalent  requirements 
under  section  15  (d) ,  but  for  the  fact  that 
they  now  are  deemed  to  have  a  class  of 
security  “registered  on  a  national  securi¬ 
ties  exchange”  pursuant  to  section  12  by 
virtue  of  section  12(f)  (6).  It  should  be 
noted  that  issuers  covered  by  the 
amended  rule  are  required  to  file  copies 
of  their  reports  with  the  exchanges  on 
which  they  are  traded  as  well  as  with  the 
Commission. 

The  exemptions  in  Rule  12f-4  (§  240.- 
12f-4)  are  inapplicable  to  an  issuer  which 
has  a  security  registered  as  a  listed  se¬ 
curity  on  a  national  securities  exchange 
or  to  issuers  of  over-the-counter  securi¬ 
ties  which  are  registered  pursuant  to  the 
new  section  12(g). 

The  language  of  the  rule  has  been  re¬ 
vised  in  the  interest  of  clarity  and  other 
minor  changes  have  been  made  to  reflect 
changes  in  statutory  language. 

Notice  of  the  proposed  amendment  was 
published  on  September  15, 1964  in  Secu¬ 
rities  Exchange  Act  Release  No.  7428  (See 
29  F.R.  13488,  September  30,  1964). 

Commission  action.  Section  240.12f-4 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  240. 12f— 4  Exemption  of  securities  ad¬ 
mitted  to  unlisted  trading  privileges 
from  sections  13,  14  and  16. 

(a)  Any  security  for  which  unlisted 
trading  privileges  on  any  national  secu¬ 
rities  exchange  have  been  continued  or 
extended  pursuant  to  section  12(f)  of 
the  act  shall  be  exempt  from  section  13 
of  the  act  unless  (1)  such  security  or  an¬ 
other  security  of  the  same  issuer  is  listed 
and  registered  on  a  national  securities 
exchange  or  registered  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  12(g)  of  the  act,  or  (2)  such  issuer 
would  be  required  to  file  information, 
documents  and  reports  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  15(d)  of  the  act  but  for  the  fact 
that  securities  of  the  issuer  are  deemed 
to  be  “registered  on  a  national  securi- 


Thursday,  January  14,  1965 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


483 


ties  exchange”  within  the  meaning  of 
section  12(f)  (6)  of  the  act. 

(b)  Any  security  for  which  unlisted 
trading  privileges  on  any  national  secu¬ 
rities  exchange  have  been  continued  or 
extended  pursuant  to  section  12(f)  of 
the  act  shall  be  exempt  from  section  14 
of  the  Act  unless  such  security  is  also 
listed  and  registered  on  a  national  secu¬ 
rities  exchange  or  registered  pursuant 
to  section  12(g)  of  the  act. 

(c)  (1)  Any  equity  security  for  which 

unlisted  trading  privileges  on  any  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchange  have  been 
continued  or  extended,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  12(f)  of  the  act  shall  be  exempt 
from  section  16  of  the  act  unless  such 
security  or  another  equity  security  of 
the  same  issuer  is  listed  and  registered  on 
a  national  securities  exchange  or  regis¬ 
tered  pursuant  to  section  12(g)  of  the 
act.  * 

(2)  Any  equity  security  for  which  un¬ 
listed  trading  privileges  on  any  national 
securities  exchange  have  been  continued 
or  extended  pursuant  to  section  12(f) 
of  the  act  and  which  is  not  listed  and- 
registered  on  any  other  such  exchange 
or  registered  pursuant  to  section  12(g)  of 
the  act  shall  be  exempt  from  section  16 
of  the  act  insofar  as  that  section  would 
otherwise  apply  to  any  person  who  is  di¬ 
rectly  or  indirectly  the  beneficial  owner 
of  more  than  10  percent  of  such  security, 
unless  another  equity  security  of  the  is¬ 
suer  of  such  unlisted  security  is  so  listed 
or  registered  and  such  beneficial  owner 
is  a  director  or  officer  of  such  issuer  or 
directly  or  indirectly  the  beneficial  owner 
of  more  than  10  percent  of  any  such 
listed  security. 

(d)  Any  reference  in  this  section  to  a 
security  registered  pursuant  to  section 
12(g)  of  the  act  shall  include,  and  any 
reference  to  a  security  not  so  registered 
shall  exclude,  any  security  as  to  which  a 
registration  statement  pursuant  to  such 
section  is  at  the  time  required  to  be 
effective. 

(Sec.  3(b),  78  Stat.  565,  15  U.S.C.  781) 

Effective  date.  The  amendments  shall 
become  effective  on  January  5,  1965. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

January  5, 1965. 

[PR.  Doc.  65-393;  Piled,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:46  am.] 

[Release  No.  34^7492] 

PART  240— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS,  SECURITIES  EX¬ 
CHANGE  ACT  OF  1934 

Definitions;  “Held  of  Record”  and 
“Total  Assets” 

*  On  September  15,  1964,  in  Securities 
Exchange  Act  Release  No.  7426  (29  F.R. 
13487,  September  30, 1964)  the  Securities 
and  Exchange  Commission  published  its 
proposal  to  adopt  Rule  12g5-l  (17  CFR 
240.12g5— 1)  defining  “held  of  record” 
and  Rule  12g5-2  (17  CFR  240.12g5-2) 
defining  “total  assets”  for  the  purpose  of 
assisting  in  making  the  required  compu¬ 
tations  of  the  number  of  record  holders 
of  securities  and  the  amount  of  total 
No.  9 - 2 


assets  under  new  section  12(g)  and  un¬ 
der  section  15(d)  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934. 

New  section  12(g)  (1)  requires  an  issuer 
with  total  assets  in  excess  of  $1,000,000 
to  register  each  class  of  nonexempt  equity 
security  which  is  held  of  record  by  750 
or  more  persons  at  a  fiscal  year  end  after 
July  1,  1964,  and  each  such  class  held  of 
record  by  500  or  more  persons  at  a  fiscal 
year  end  after  July  1,  1966.1  Section 
12(g)(4)  provides  for  tennination  of  reg¬ 
istration  of  a  class  of  equity  security  90 
days,  or  such  shorter  period  as  the  Com¬ 
mission  may  determine,  after  the  issuer 
files  a  certification  with  the  Commission 
that  such  class  of  equity  security  is  held 
of  record  by  less  than  300  persons.  A 
similar  provision  is  contained  in  amended 
section  15(d)  of  the  Act  which  suspends 
the  obligation  to  file  reports  thereunder 
when  each  class  of  securities  to  which  a 
registration  statement  under  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Act  of  1933  relates  is  held  of  record 
by  less  than  300  people. 

A  number  of  helpful  comments  were 
received  in  response  to  the  above  release. 
After  further  consideration  of  the  matter 
and  consideration  of  all  of  the  comments 
received,  the  Commission  has  adopted 
the  rules  with  certain  additions  and 
modifications. 

Held  of  Record.  As  adopted,  Rule 
12g5-l  (§  240.12g5-l)  includes  as  a  sep¬ 
arate  holder  each  person  identified  on 
records  maintained  in  accordance  with 
accepted  practice  as  the  owner  of  the 
security.  Securities  held  of  record  by 
a  corporation,  partnership,  trust  or  other 
organization,  as  well  as  securities  held  by 
one  or  more  fiduciaries  for  a  single  trust, 
estate  or  account  shall  be  counted  as  a 
single  record  holder.  In  order  to  facil¬ 
itate  the  count  of  record  owners  the 
Commission  has  revised  the  rule  as 
proposed  to  provide  that  securities  held 
of  record  by  two  or  more  persons  as 
co-owners  shall  also  be  deemed  to  be 
held  by  one  person.  In  order  to  avoid 
duplication  of  record  holders  a  pro¬ 
vision  has  been  added  to  the  rule  that 
securities  registered  in  substantially 
similar  names  may  be  treated  as  held 
of  record  by  one  person  where  the  issuer 
has  reason  to  believe  because  of  the  ad¬ 
dress  or  other  indications  that  such 
names  represent  the  same  person. 

Each  outstanding  certificate  for  an 
unregistered  or  bearer  security  is  deemed 
to  be  held  of  record  by  a  separate  person 
unless  an  issuer  can  establish  that  if 
they  were  registered  they  would  be  held 
of  record  under  the  provisions  of  the  rule 
by  a  lesser  number  of  persons. 

Notwithstanding  the  foregoing,  securi¬ 
ties  held,  to  the  knowledge  of  the  issuer, 
subject  to  a  voting  trust,  deposit  agree¬ 
ment  or  similar  arrangement  are  deemed 
to  be  held  of  record  Jjy  the  record  holders 
of  the  certificates  or  other  evidences  of 
interest  issued  under  such  arrangements. 
The  rule  as  proposed  has  been  revised 
also  to  provide  that  the  issuer  may  rely 

1The  provisions  of  Section  12(g)  were 
added  to  the  Act  and  Section  15(d)  was 
amended  by  the  Securities  Acts  Amendments 
of  1964  which  were  signed  by  President  John¬ 
son  on  August  20,  1964.  These  amendments 
are  more  fully  described  in  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  Release  No.  7425  (29  F.R.  13455, 
September  30, 1964) . 


in  good  faith  on  such  information  as  is 
received  in  response  to  its  request,  for 
the  number  of  such  record  holders  from 
a  non-affiliated  issuer  of  the  certificates 
or  other  evidences  of  interest. 

The  Commission  has  determined  not 
to  adopt  at  this  time  the  provision  that 
securities  registered  in  the  name  of  a 
broker,  dealer,  or  bank  or  nominee  for 
any  of  them,  and  held  in  customers’  ac¬ 
counts,  shall  be  counted  as  held  of  record 
by  the  number  of  separate  accounts  for 
which  the  securities  are  held.  This  will 
have  the  effect  of  simplifying  the  process 
by  which  companies  determine  whether 
or  not  they  are  covered  by  the  new  pro¬ 
visions.  The  Commission  will  determine 
in  the  light  of  experience  whether  inclu¬ 
sion  of  these  accounts  at  a  future  date 
is  necessary  or  appropriate  to  prevent 
circumvention  of  the  Act  and  to  achieve 
the  intended  coverage  on  a  uniform  and 
acceptable  basis. 

Similar  considerations  underlie  the 
Commission’s  determination  not  to  in¬ 
clude  at  this  time  the  proposed  provi¬ 
sion  which  would  have  included  as  rec¬ 
ord  holders  employees  who  have  a  direct 
beneficial  interest  in  securities  held  by 
an  employee  plan.  The  extent  to  which 
employees  having  an  interest  under  plans 
of  particular  types  should  be  treated  as 
record  holders  can  best  be  determined 
in  the  light  of  experience. 

A  new  provision  has  been  added  to  the 
rule  as  adopted  which  provides  that 
whole  or  fractional  securities  issued  by 
a  savings  and  loan  association,  building 
and  loan  association,  cooperative  bank, 
homestead  association  or  similar  institu¬ 
tion  for  the  sole  purpose  of  qualifying 
a  borrower  for  membership  in  the  issuer, 
and  which  are  to  be  redeemed  or  repur¬ 
chased  by  the  issuer  when  the  loan  is 
terminated,  shall  not  be  included  as  held 
of  record  by  any  person. 

Finally,  the  rule  as  adopted  provides 
that  if  the  issuer  knows  or  has  reason 
to  know  that  the  form  of  holding  securi¬ 
ties  of  record  is  used  primarily  to  cir¬ 
cumvent  the  provisions  of  the  Exchange 
Act,  the  beneficial  owners  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  the  record  holders  thereof. 

Total  assets.  As  adopted  Rule  12g5-2 
(§  240.12g5-2)  defines  “total  assets”  to 
mean  the  total  assets  as  shown  on  the 
issuer’s  balance  sheet  or  as  shown  in  the 
balance  sheet  of  the  issuer  and  its  sub¬ 
sidiaries  consolidated,  whichever  is 
larger.  Such  balance  sheet  is  to  be  pre¬ 
pared  as  required  by  the  appropriate  reg¬ 
istration  form  and  the  pertinent  provi¬ 
sions  of  Regulation  S-X  (17  CFR  Part 
210)  which  requires  the  deduction  of 
valuation  and  qualifying  reserves  from 
the  specific  assets  to  which  they  apply. 
The  proposed  rule  has  been  expanded  to 
provide  that  where  the  security  is  a  cer¬ 
tificate  of  deposit,  or  voting  trust  cer¬ 
tificate,  or  certificate  or  other  evidence 
of  interest  in  a  similar  arrangement, 
the  total  assets  of  the  issuer  of  the  under¬ 
lying  security  shall  be  deemed  to  be  the 
total  assets  of  the  issuer  of  such  cer¬ 
tificate  or  evidence  of  interest. 

Commission  action.  Part  240  of  Title 
17,  Chapter  n  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  new 
§§  240.12g5-l  and  240.12g5-2  to  read  as 
follows : 
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§  240.12g5—  1  Definition  of  Securities 
“held  of  record”. 

(а)  For  the  purpose  of  determining 
whether  an  issuer  is  subject  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  sections  12(g)  and  15(d)  of  the 
act,  securities  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
“held  of  record”  by  each  person  who  is 
identified  as  the  owner  of  such  securities 
on  records  of  security  holders  main¬ 
tained  by  or  on  behalf  of  the  issuer,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  following: 

(1)  In  any  case  where  the  records  of 
security  holders  have  not  been  main¬ 
tained  in  accordance  with  accepted  prac¬ 
tice,  any  additional  person  who  would 
be  identified  as  such  an  owner  on  such 
records  if  they  had  been  maintained  in 
accordance  with  accepted  practice  shall 
be  included  as  a  holder  of  record. 

(2)  Securities  identified  as  held  of 
record  by  a  corporation,  a  partnership, 
a  trust  whether  or  not  the  trustees  are 
named,  or  other  organization  shall  be 
included  as  so  held  by  one  person. 

(3)  Securities  identified  as  held  of  rec¬ 
ord  by  one  or  more  persons  as  trustees, 
executors,  guardians,  custodians  or  in 
other  fiduciary  capacities  with  respect 
to  a  single  trust,  estate  or  account  shall 
be  included  as  held  of  record  by  one 
person. 

(4)  Securities  held  by  two  or  more 
persons  as  coowners  shall  be  included 
as  held  by  one  person. 

(5)  Each  outstanding  unregistered  or 
bearer  certificate  shall  be  included  as 
held  of  record  by  a  separate  person,  ex¬ 
cept  to  the  extent  that  the  issuer  can 
establish  that,  if  such  securities  were 
registered,  they  would  be  held  of  record, 
under  the  provisions  of  this  rule,  by  a 
lesser  number  of  persons. 

(б)  Securities  registered  in  substan¬ 
tially  similar  names  where  the  issuer  has 
reason  to  believe  because  of  the  address 
or  other  indications  that  such  names 
represent  the  same  person,  may  be  in¬ 
cluded  as  held  of  record  by  one  person. 

(b)  Notwithstanding  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section: 

(1)  Securities  held,  to  the  knowledge 
of  the  issuer,  subject  to  a  voting  trust, 
deposit  agreement  or  similar  arrange¬ 
ment  shall  be  included  as  held  of  record 
by  the  record  holders  of  the  voting  trust 
certificates,  certificates  of  deposit,  re¬ 
ceipts  or  similar  evidences  of  interest  in 
such  securities:  Provided,  however.  That 
the  issuer  may  rely  in  good  faith  on  such 
information  as  is  received  in  response  to 
its  request  from  a  non-afiBliated  issuer  of 
the  certificates  or  evidences  of  interest. 

(2)  Whole  or  fractional  securities  is¬ 
sued  by  a  savings  and  loan  association, 
building  and  loan  association,  coopera¬ 
tive  bank,  homestead  association,  or 
similar  institution  for  the  sole  purpose 
of  qualifying  a  borrower  for  membership 
in  the  issuer,  and  which  are  to  be  re¬ 
deemed  or  repurchased  by  the  issuer 
when  the  borrower’s  loan  is  terminated, 
shall  not  be  included  as  held  of  record  by 
any  person. 

(3)  If  the  issuer  knows  or  has  reason 
to  know  that  the  form  of  holding  securi¬ 
ties  of  record  is  used  primarily  to  cir¬ 
cumvent  the  provisions  of  section  12(g) 
or  15(d)  of  the  act,  the  beneficial  owners 
of  such  securities  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
the  record  owners  thereof. 


§  240.12g5— 2  Definition  of  “total  as¬ 
sets”. 

For  the  purpose  of  section  12(g)  (1)  of 
the  act,  the  term  “total  assets”  shall 
mean  the  total  assets  as  shown  on  the 
issuer’s  balance  sheet  or  the  balance 
sheet  of  the  issuer  and  its  subsidiaries 
consolidated,  whichever  is  larger,  as  re¬ 
quired  to  be  filed  on  the  form  prescribed 
for  registration  under  this  section  and 
prepared  in  accordance  with  the  pert¬ 
inent  provisions  of  Regulation  S-X  (17 
CFR  Part  210) .  Where  the  security  is  a 
certificate  of  deposit,  voting  trust  cer¬ 
tificate,  or  certificate  or  other  evidence 
of  interest  in  a  similar  trust  or  agree¬ 
ment,  the  “total  assets”  of  the  issuer  of 
the  security  held  under  the  trust  or 
agreement  shall  be  deemed  to  be  the 
“total  assets”  of  the  issuer  of  such  cer¬ 
tificate  or  evidence  of  interest. 

(Sec.  3,  48  Stat.  882,  as  amended,  15  TJ.S.C. 
78c;  Sec.  3(c),  78  Stat.  566,  15  U.S.C.  781; 
Sec.  23,  48  Stat.  901,  as  amended,  15  U.S.C. 
78  w) 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  definitions 
contained  in  Rules  12g5-l  (§  240.12g5-l) 
and  12g5-2  (§  240.12g5-2)  are  needed  by 
issuers  to  determine  whether  they  are 
subject  to  section  12(g)  of  the  Act,  it  is 
necessary  that  the  rules  be  made  effec¬ 
tive  upon  publication  on  January  5, 1965. 
By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary, 

January  5,  1965. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-394;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1966; 
8:46  am.] 

Title  18— CONSERVATION  OF 
POWER  AND  WATER  RESOURCES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Power 
Commission 

[Docket  No.  R-232;  Orders  289  and  290, 
Amended] 

PART  101— UNIFORM  SYSTEM  OF 
ACCOUNTS  PRESCRIBED  FOR  CLASS 
A  AND  B  PUBLIC  UTILITIES 
PART  104 — UNIFORM  SYSTEM  OF 
ACCOUNTS  FOR  CLASS  C  PUBLIC 
UTILITIES  AND  LICENSEES 
PART  201— UNIFORM  SYSTEM  OF 
ACCOUNTS  FOR  NATURAL  GAS 
COMPANIES 

Investment  Tax  Credits;  Accounting 
Treatment  by  Public  Utilities,  Li¬ 
censees,  and  Natural  Gas  Com¬ 
panies 

January  7, 1965. 

The  Commission  recently  issued  its 
Orders  Nos.  289  and  290 1  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  wherein  it  prescribed  new  ac¬ 
counts  for  public  utilities  and  licensees, 
and  natural  gas  companies  to  account  for 
the  investment  tax  credit  allowed  by  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code. 

These  orders  also  directed  the  account¬ 
ing  to  be  followed  by  the  affected  com- 


1  Order  No.  289,  Issued  November  2,  1964 
(29  F.R.  15020,  Nov.  6,  1964) .  Order  No.  290, 
Issued  December  17,  1964  (29  F.R.  18214,  Dec. 
23,  1964). 


panies  in  disposing  of  the  amounts  of 
accumulated  investment  credits  in  Ac¬ 
count  253,  Other  Deferred  Credits,  which 
had  been  accumulated  during  the  years 
1962  and  1963  in  accordance  with  the 
interim  accounting  established  by  the 
Commission  in  Order  No.  261. 

To  implement  adjusting  entries  be¬ 
cause  of  accounting  prescribed  in  Order 
No.  261,  relating  to  the  interim  account¬ 
ing  for  the  investment  tax  credits,  it  will 
be  necessary  to  amend  ordering  clause 
(F)  of  Orders  Nos.  289  and  290.  Order 
No.  261  required  that  Account  409,  In¬ 
come  Taxes,  show  the  actual  tax  amount 
including  any  investment  tax  credit  used 
to  reduce  tax  liability  for  the  reporting 
period  and  that  Account  426,  Other  In¬ 
come  Deductions,  be  debited  with  the 
amount  *  of  such  tax  reductions,  thus 
“washing  out”  the  effect  of  the  tax  re¬ 
duction  on  net  income.  In  other  words, 
the  utility  operating  income  during  the 
interim  period  was  increased  by  the 
amount  of  the  investment  tax  credit  but 
the  overall  net  income  shown  in  annual 
reports  to  the  Commission  was  decreased 
by  the  same  amount.  This  wras  accom¬ 
plished  by  suspending  the  tax  credits  in 
Account  253,  Other  Deferred  Credits, 
pending  final  accounting  disposition  by 
the  Commission.  Ordering  clause  (F) 
in  Orders  Nos.  289  and  290  did  not  in¬ 
clude  entries  necessary  to  reverse  the 
effect  of  the  interim  accounting.  We 
are,  therefore,  herein  amending  that 
clause  in  both  Orders  Nos.  289  and  290 
to  prevent  a  distortion  of  the  tax  ac¬ 
counts  and  utility  operating  income  in 
1964. 

Accordingly,  the  Commission,  acting 
pursuant  to  the  authority  set  out  in 
Orders  Nos.  289  and  290,  orders: 

(A)  The  text  of  the  opening  para¬ 
graph  in  ordering  clause  (F)  of  Order 
No.  289  (29  F.R.  at  p.  15022)  is  amended 
to  read  as  follows: 

(F)  In  view  of  our  order  herein  re¬ 
scinding  Order  No.  261,  issued  January 
9, 1963,  insofar  as  it  relates  to  the  interim 
accounting  of  natural  gas  companies, 
such  companies,  to  which  the  accounting 
in  the  following  paragraphs  1,  2  and  3  are 
applicable  for  the  accounting  period  end¬ 
ing  December  31,  1964,  shall  debit  ac¬ 
count  411.1,  Investment  Tax  Credit  Ad¬ 
justments,  and  credit  account  421, 
Miscellaneous  Nonoperating  Income,  for 
amounts  previously  debited  to  account 
426,  Other  Income  Deductions,  and  shall 
dispose  of  the  amounts  of  accumulated 
investment  tax  credit  in  account  253, 
Other  Deferred  Credits,  accumulated  in 
accordance  with  Order  No.  261  during 
1962  and  1963,  as  follows: 

(B)  The  text  of  the  opening  paragraph 
in  ordering  clause  (F)  of  Order  No.  290 
(29  F.R.  at  p.  18215)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

(F)  In  view  of  our  order  herein  re-% 
scinding  Order  No.  261,  issued  January  9, 
1963,  insofar  as  it  relates  to  the  interim 
accounting  of  public  utilities  and  li¬ 
censees,  such  companies,  to  which  the 
accounting  in  the  following  paragraphs 
1,  2  and  3  are  applicable,  for  the  account¬ 
ing  period  ending  December  31,  1964, 
shall  debit  account  411.1,  Investment  Tax 
Credit  Adjustments,  and  credit  account 
421,  Miscellaneous  Nonoperating  Income, 
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for  amounts  previously  debited  to  ac¬ 
count  426,  Other  Income  Deductions,  and 
shall  dispose  of  the  amounts  of  accumu¬ 
lated  investment  tax  credits  in  account 
253,  Other  Deferred  Credits,  accumu¬ 
lated  in  accordance  with  Order  No.  261 
during  1962  and  1963,  as  follows: 

(C)  These  amendments  shall  be  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  the  date  of  the  issuance  of  the 
orders  to  which  they  are,  respectively, 
amendatory. 

(D)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  to  be  made  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Gordon  M.  Grant, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-398;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 


Title  28— JUDICIAL 
ADMINISTRATION 

Chapter  I — Department  of  Justice 

[Order  No.  329-65 J 

PART  0— ORGANIZATION  OF  THE 
DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Subpart  U — Additional  Assignments 
of  Functions  and  Designation  of 
Officials  To  Perform  the  Duties  of 
Certain  Offices  in  Case  of  Vacancy, 
or  Absence  Therein  or  in  Case  of 
Inability  or  Disqualification  To  Act 

Certificates  Concerning  Applicants  for 
Admission  to  Practice  Before  United 
States  Court  of  Appeals  for  District 
of  Columbia  Circuit 

Under  and  by  virtue  of  the  authority 
vested  in  me  by  section  161  of  the  Re¬ 
vised  Statutes  (5  U.S.C.  22)  and  section 
2  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  2  of  1950 
(64  Stat.  1261),  Subpart  U  of  Part  0  of 
Chapter  I  of  Title  28  of  the  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  (Order  No.  271-62)  is 
amended  by  inserting  after  §  0.130  a  new 
§  0.130a  to  read  as  follows: 

§  0.130a  Certificates  concerning  appli¬ 
cants  for  admission  to  practice  be¬ 
fore  the  United  States  Court  of  Ap¬ 
peals  for  the  District  of  Columbia 
Circuit. 

The  head  of  each  office,  division,  bu¬ 
reau  or  board  within  the  department  is, 
with  respect  to  legal  officers  and  lawyers 
under  his  jurisdiction,  designated  to  issue 
the  certificates  described  in  the  last  sen¬ 
tence  of  Rule  7(b)  of  the  General  Rules 
of  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals 
for  the  District  of  Columbia  Circuit. 

The  amendment  made  by  this  order  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  a  restatement  of  author¬ 
ity  heretofore  informally  conferred  upon 
the  head  of  each  office,  division,  bureau, 
and  board  and  any  certificate  heretofore 
issued  on  the  basis  thereof  is  hereby 
ratified. 

Dated:  January  12, 1965. 

Nicholas  deB.  Katzenbach, 
Acting  Attorney  General. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-498;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 
9:26  a.m.] 


Title  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  1 — Interstate  Commerce 
Commission 

[No.  34206,  34315;  Ex  Parte  No.  205] 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

PART  123 — FREIGHT  COMMODITY 
STATISTICS 

SUBCHAPTER  B — CARRIERS  BY  MOTOR 
VEHICLES 

PART  206— FREIGHT  COMMODITY 
STATISTICS 

Commodity  Classification  for  Report¬ 
ing  Purposes;  Railroad  and  Electric 

Railway,  and  Water  and  Motor 

Carrier  Reports;  Public  Inspection 

At  a  General  Session  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  held  at  its  office 
in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  16th  day  of 
December  A.D.  1964. 

Upon  consideration  of  (1)  the  record 
in  the  above-entitled  proceedings,  (2)  a 
joint  petition  of  American  Trucking  As¬ 
sociations,  Inc.,  and  National  Motor 
Freight  Traffic  Association,  Inc.,  filed 
October  20,  1964,  for  reconsideration  of 
our  report  and  order  of  August  10,  1964, 
323  I.C.C.  131,  for  the  purpose  of  modify¬ 
ing  the  effective  date  thereof,  so  as  not 
to  require  the  disclosure  of  individual 
commodity  statistics  reports  until  the 
calendar  year  1965,  (3)  a  petition  of  the 
Association  of  American  Railroads  filed 
October  20,  1964,  for  reconsideration  of 
the  same  report  and  order  so  as  to  (a) 
eliminate  the  less-than-three-shipper 
exception,  (b)  require  disclosure  of  all 
carrier  commodity  reports  unless  shown 
that  such  disclosure  would  be  harmful, 
(c)  require  all  carriers  to  file  quarterly 
reports,  and  (d)  institute  a  1-percent 
waybill  sample  for  other  carriers  in  ad¬ 
dition  to  railroads,  (4)  replies  of  each 
to  the  other’s  petitions,  and  (5)  replies 
by  the  National  Industrial  Traffic  League 
to  each  petition;  and  good  cause  appeal¬ 
ing: 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  petition  de¬ 
scribed  in  (2)  be,  and  it  is  hereby 
granted,  and  the  effective  date  of  the 
provisions  of  our  order  of  August  10, 
1964,  is  hereby  amended  so  as  not  to  re¬ 
quire  the  disclosure  of  annual  individual 
commodity  statistics  reports  until  the 
calendar  year  1965; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  all  modes 
be  placed  on  an  equal  basis  as  to  dis¬ 
closure  of  annual  reports  of  commodity 
statistics  for  1964,  and  that  quarterly 
commodity  statistics  reports  of  railroads 
for  1964  and  1965  not  be  open  to  public 
inspection; 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  peti¬ 
tion  described  in  (3),  above,  be,  and  it 
is  hereby  denied,  for  the  reasons  that 
good  and  sufficient  grounds  have  not 
been  shown  for  granting  the  relief  de¬ 
scribed  in  (a),  (b),  and  (c),  above,  and 
that  the  sought  action  described  in  (d), 
above,  concerns  a  matter  not  within  the 
scope  of  this  proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  order¬ 
ing  paragraphs  numbered  as  specified 
below,  entered  in  the  order  of  August  10, 


1964,  in  the  above-entitled  proceedings 
be  modified  and  amended  to  read  as  set 
out  below. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  49  CFR 
123.6,  123.28,  123.44,  and  206.7,  be,  and 
they  are  hereby  modified  and  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  123.6  Public  inspection — railroad  re¬ 
ports. 

The  individual  commodity  statistics 
reports  of  class  I  and  class  n  railroads, 
required  to  be  filed,  for  the  year  begin¬ 
ning  January  1,  1964,  or  for  quarters 
thereof,  and  for  the  quarters  of  1965, 
as  the  case  might  be,  under  the  terms  of 
§  123.1  of  the  order  of  September  13, 

1963,  in  No.  34206,  Commodity  Classifica¬ 
tion  for  Reporting  Purposes,  49  CFR 
123.1,  shall  not  be  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion,  and  such  required  commodity  sta¬ 
tistics  reports,  to  be  filed  for  the  years 
beginning  January  1,  1965,  and  for  the 
quarters  of  the  year  beginning  January  1, 
1966,  and  later,  to  the  extent  that  they 
involve  traffic  of  less  than  three  shippers, 
reportable  in  one  of  the  commodity  re¬ 
porting  classes,  may  be  excluded  from  a 
railroad’s  regular  freight  commodity  sta¬ 
tistics  report  and  filed  in  a  supplemental 
report  which  will  not  be  open  for  public 
inspection,  except  that  access  to  supple¬ 
mental  reports  may  be  given  upon  ap¬ 
proval  by  the  Commission. 

(Sec.  12,  24  Stat.  383,  as  amended;  49  U.S.C. 
12.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  20,  24  Stat.  386, 
as  amended,  49  U.S.C.  20) 

§  123.28  Public  inspection — water  car¬ 
rier  reports. 

The  individual  commodity  statistics 
reports  of  water  carriers  required  to  be 
filed,  for  the  year  beginning  January  1, 

1964,  under  the  terms  of  §  123.21  of  the 
order  of  September  13, 1963,  in  No.  34206, 
Commodity  Classification  for  Reporting 
Purposes,  49  CFR  123.21,  shall  not  be 
open  to  public  inspection,  and  such  re¬ 
quired  commodity  statistics  reports,  to  be 
filed  for  the  years  beginning  January  1, 

1965,  and  later,  to  the  extent  that  they 
involve  traffic  of  less  than  three  shippers, 
reportable  in  one  of  the  commodity  re¬ 
porting  classes,  may  be  excluded  from  a 
water  carrier’s  regular  freight  com¬ 
modity  statistics  report  and  filed  in  a 
supplemental  report  which  will  not  be 
open  for  public  inspection,  except  that 
access  to  supplemental  reports  may  be 
given  upon  approval  by  the  Commission. 

(Sec.  12,  24  Stat.  383,  as  amended,  49  U.S.C. 
12,  and  Sec.  304,  54  Stat.  933,  49  U.S.C.  904. 
Interpret  or  apply  Sec.  20,  24  Stat.  386,  as 
amended,  49  U.S.C.  20,  and  Sec.  313,  54  Stat. 
944,  as  amended,  49  U.S.C.  913) 

§  123.44  Public  inspection — electric 
railway  reports. 

The  individual  commodity  statistics 
reports  of  electric  railways,  required  to 
be  filed,  for  the  year  beginning  January 
1, 1964,  under  the  terms  of  §  123.35  of  the 
order  of  September  13,  1963,  in  Com¬ 
modity  Classification  for  Reporting  Pur¬ 
poses,  49  CFR  123.35,  shall  not  be  open 
to  public  inspection,  and  such  required 
commodity  statistics  reports,  to  be  filed 
for  the  years  beginning  January  1,  1965, 
and  later,  to  the  extent  that  they  involve 
the  traffic  of  less  than  three  shippers,  re¬ 
portable  in  one  of  the  commodity  report- 
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ing  classes,  may  be  excluded  from  an 
electric  railway’s  regular  freight  com¬ 
modity  statistics  report  and  filed  in  a 
supplemental  report  which  will  not  be 
open  to  public  inspection,  except  that 
access  to  supplemental  reports  may  be 
given  upon  approval  by  the  Commission. 

(Sec.  12,  24  Stat.  383,  as  amended,  49  TJ.S.C. 
12.  Interpret  or  apply  Sec.  20,  24  Stat.  386, 
as  amended,  49  TJ.S.C.  20) 

§  206.7  Public  inspection — motor  car¬ 
rier  reports. 

The  individual  commodity  statistics 
reports  of  motor  carriers  required  to  be 
filed  for  the  year  beginning  January  1, 
1964,  under  the  terms  of  §  206.1  of  the 
order  of  September  13, 1963,  in  No.  34206, 
Commodity  Classification  for  Reporting 
Purposes,  and  Ex  Parte  No.  205,  Motor 
Carrier  Freight  Commodity  Statistics, 
shall  not  be  open  to  public  inspection, 
and  such  required  commodity  statistics 
reports,  required  to  be  filed  for  the  years 
beginning  January  1,  1965,  and  later,  to 
the  extent  that  they  involve  the  traffic 
of  less  than  three  shippers,  reportable 
in  one  of  the  commodity  reporting 
classes,  may  be  excluded  from  a  motor 
carrier’s  regular  freight  commodity  sta¬ 
tistics  report  and  filed  in  a  supplemental 
report  which  will  not  be  open  for  public 
inspection,  except  that  access  to  supple¬ 
mental  reports  may  be  given  upon  ap¬ 
proval  by  the  Commission. 

(Sec.  204,  49  Stat.  546,  as  amended;  49  TJ.S.C. 
304.  Interpret  or  apply  Sec.  220,  49  Stat. 
563,  as  amended;  49  U.S.C.  320) 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  a  copy 
of  this  order  shall  be  served  upon  each 
railroad,  electric  railway,  water  carrier, 
maritime  carrier,  and  motor  carrier  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  commodity  statistics  report¬ 
ing  requirements  of  49  CFR  123,  206,  or 
301,  as  the  case  might  be,  and  that  notice 
shall  be  given  to  the  general  public  by 
posting  a  copy  in  the  Office  of  Secretary 
of  the  Commission  in  Washington,  D.C., 
and  by  filing  a  copy  with  the  Director, 
Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

.[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-429;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:49  a.m.] 


Proposed  Rule  Making 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
[21  CFR  Parts  141e,  146e,  148p  1 

BACITRACIN  OR  POLYMYXIN  B 
SULFATE 

Notice  of  Proposal  To  Certify  for  Pre¬ 
scription  Compounding  and  Ex¬ 
empt  Such  Prescriptions 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec¬ 
tion  507(f),  59  Stat.  463  as  amended,  21 
U.S.C.  357(f) ,  notice  is  given  that  a  peti¬ 
tion  has  been  filed  by  American  Society 
of  Hospital  Pharmacists,  2215  Constitu¬ 
tion  Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
20037,  proposing  that  the  antibiotic  drug 
regulations  be  amended  to  provide  for 
the  certification  of  containers  of  baci¬ 
tracin  or  polymyxin  B  sulfate  intended 
for  use  in  the  extemporaneous  com¬ 
pounding  of  prescriptions  by  practicing 
pharmacists  and  to  exempt  from  the  cer¬ 
tification  requirements  the  prescriptions 
so  compounded.  Each  container  of 
bacitracin  is  to  contain  5  million  units, 
and  each  container  of  polymyxin  B  sul¬ 
fate  is  to  contain  100  million  units. 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  written  views  and  comments  re¬ 
garding  this  proposal.  Such  views  and 
comments  should  be  submitted,  prefer¬ 
ably  in  quintuplicate,  addressed  to  the 
Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare,  Room  5440,  330 
Independence  Avenue  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20201,  within  30  days  following  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Dated:  January  8,  1965. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-432;  Filed.  Jan.  13,  1965; 
8:49  a.m.j 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  6S-CE-62J 

TRANSITION  AREA  AND  CONTROL 
ZONE 

Proposed  Alteration  and  Designation 

In  a  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
September  10, 1963  (28  F.R.  9844) ,  it  was 
stated  that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency 
proposed  to  alter  the  existing  transition 
area  at  Escanaba,  Mich.  The  Federal 
Aviation  Agency  is  considering  a  further 
amendment  to  Part  71  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  which  would  alter 
the  proposed  transition  area  and  would 


designate  a  part-time  control  zone  at 
Escanaba,  Mich. 

The  proposed  transition  area  for  Esca¬ 
naba  was  described  as  that  airspace  ex¬ 
tending  upward  from  700  feet  above  the 
surface  within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Esca¬ 
naba  Municipal  Airport  (latitude  45°43' 
25"  N.,  longitude  87°05'40"  W.)  and 
within  5  miles  north  and  8  miles  south 
of  the  265°  True  bearing  from  Escanaba 
Municipal  Airport,  extending  from  the 
airport  to  12  miles  west  of  the  airport. 

Subsequent  to  publication  of  the 
foregoing  proposal,  it  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  that  Escanaba,  Mich.,  now  meets 
the  criteria  for  establishing  a  part-time 
control  zone  and  that  additional  air¬ 
space  is  needed  to  provide  protection  for 
aircraft  executing  prescribed  instrument 
approach  .procedures.  Therefore,  the 
Federal  Atiation  Agency,  having  com¬ 
pleted  a  comprehensive  review  of  the 
terminal  airspace  requirements  in  the 
Escanaba,  Mich.,  terminal  area,  proposes 
the  following  airspace  action: 

(1)  Designate  the  Escanaba  control 
zone  to  comprise  that  airspace  within  a 
5-mile  radius  of  Escanaba  Municipal 
Airport  (latitude  45°43'25"  N.,  longitude 
87°05'40"  W.) ;  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  Escanaba  VOR  265°  radial  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  8  miles 
west  of  the  VOR;  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  347°  bearing  from  Escanaba 
Municipal  Airport  extending  from  the 
5 -mile  radius  zone  to  10*4  miles  north 
of  the  airport;  and  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  261°  bearing  from  Escanaba 
Municipal  Airport  extending  from  the 
5-mile  radius  zone  to  8  miles  west  of  the 
airport.  This  control  zone  shall  be  ef¬ 
fective  during  the  times  established  by  a 
Notice  to  Airmen  and  published  continu¬ 
ously  in  the  Airman’s  Information 
Manual. 

(2)  Redesignate  the  Escanaba  transi¬ 
tion  area  as  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  700  feet  above  the  surface 
within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Escanaba 
Municipal  Airport  (latitude  45°43'25" 
N.,  longitude  87°05'40"  W.) ;  within  8 
miles  west  and  5  miles  east  of  the  347° 
bearing  from  Escanaba  Municipal  Air¬ 
port  extending  from  the  airport  to  14V2 
miles  north  of  the  airport;  within  5  miles 
north  and  8  miles  south  of  the  261°  bear¬ 
ing  from  Escanaba  Municipal  Airport 
extending  from  the  airport  to  12  miles 
west  of  the  airport;  and  within  5  miles 
north  and  8  miles  south  of  the  Escanaba 
VOR  265°  radial  extending  from  the 
VOR  to  12  miles  west  of  the  VOR. 

The  proposed  control  zone  will  provide 
protection  for  aircraft  executing  pre¬ 
scribed  approach  and  arrival  procedures 
at  the  Escanaba  Municipal  Airport  dur¬ 
ing  the  hours  of  operation  of  the  weather 
reporting  service  to  be  provided  by  duly 
certificated  personnel  of  North  Central 
Airlines.  Initially,  these  weather  obser¬ 
vations  and  the  dissemination  of  this 


information  will  be  from  0730  to  2230 
hours,  local  time,  daily.  However,  in 
the  event  of  airline  schedule  changes 
these  hours  may  vary.  Normally,  thirty 
days  notice  will  be  given  prior  to  any 
change  by  a  Notice  to  Airmen  and  by 
publication  in  the  Airman’s  Information 
Manual.  The  proposed  extensions  to  the 
west  and  north  will  provide  protection 
for  aircraft  executing  prescribed  VOR 
and  ADF  instrument  approaches  to  Run¬ 
ways  9  and  18,  respectively. 

The  proposed  transition  area  will  pro¬ 
vide  protection  for  aircraft  executing 
prescribed  instrument  approach,  arrival 
and  holding  procedures. 

Certain  minor  revisions  to  prescribed 
instrument  procedures  would  be  effected 
in  conjunction  with  the  actions  proposed 
herein;  but  operational  complexity.would 
not  be  increased  nor  would  aircraft  per¬ 
formance  or  present  landing  minimums 
be  adversely  affected. 

Specific  details  of  the  changes  to  pro¬ 
cedures  and  minimum  instrument  flight 
rule  altitudes  that  would  be  required  may 
be  examined  by  contacting  the  Chief, 
Airspace  Branch,  Air  Traffic  Division, 
Central  Region,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
4825  Troost  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
64110. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Central  Region,  ATTN :  Chief,  Air  Traf¬ 
fic  Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
4825  Troost  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
64110.  All  communications  received 
within  forty-five  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  public 
hearing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data, 
views,  or  arguments  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the 
light  of  comments  received. 

The  public  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in 
the  office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency,  4825  Troost  Ave¬ 
nue,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  64110. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1348). 

Issued  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  5, 1965. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 
Acting  Director, 
Central  Region. 

[FJt.  Doc.  65-386;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:45  &.m.] 
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PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-WE-69] 

CONTROL  ZONE  AND  TRANSITION 
AREA 

Proposed  Designation  and  Revocation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  which 
would  provide  controlled  airspace  for 
instrument  operations  at  Vernal,  Utah, 
pursuant  to  the  commissioning  of  a  VOR 
at  latitude  40°22'43''  N.,  longitude  109°- 
29'28"  W.,  on  or  about  April  15,  1965. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  having 
completed  a  comprehensive  review  of 
the  terminal  airsoace  requirements  in  the 
Vernal,  Utah,  terminal  area,  including 
studies  attendant  to  the  implementation 
of  the  provisions  of  CAR  Amendments 
60-21/60-29,  proposes  the  following  air¬ 
space  actions: 

1.  Designate  the  Vernal,  Utah,  control 
zone  as  that  airspace  within  a  5-mile 
radius  of  Vernal  Airport  (latitude  40°26'- 
30"  N.,  longitude  109°  30 '50"  W.)  and 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Vernal 
VOR  159°  True  radial,  extending  from 
the  5 -mile  radius  zone  to  8  miles  south 
of  the  VOR.  The  control  zone  shall  be 
effective  during  the  times  established  in 
advanced  by  a  Notice  to  Airmen  and  con¬ 
tinuously  published  in  the  Airman’s 
Information  Manual. 

2.  Designate  the  Vernal,  Utah,  transi¬ 
tion  area  as  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  700  feet  above  the  surface 
within  a  7-mile  radius  of  Vernal  Airport 
(latitude  40°26'30"  N.,  longitude  109°- 
30 '50"  W.)  and  within  2  miles  each  side 
of  the  Vernal  VOR  159°  True  radial,  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  7-mile  radius  area  to  11 
miles  south  of  the  VOR;  that  airspace 
extending  upward  from  1,200  feet  above 
the  surface  within  7  miles  west  and  10 
miles  east  of  the  Vernal  VOR  159°  and 
339°  True  radials,  extending  from  3  miles 
north  to  30  miles  south  of  the  VOR  and 
that  airspace  within  a  17-mile  radius  of 
the  Vernal  VOR,  extending  clockwise 
from  a  line  5  miles  west  of  and  parallel  to 
the  Vernal  VOR  016°  True  radial  to  a 
line  5  miles  southeast  of  and  parallel  to 
the  Vernal  VOR  046°  True  radial. 

3.  Revoke  the  Myton,  Utah,  transition 
area.  This  transition  area  is  no  longer 
required  for  air  traffic  control  purposes. 

The  proposed  Vernal  control  zone 
would  provide  protection  for  aircraft 
executing  prescribed  instrument  proce¬ 
dures  at  the  Vernal  Airport  during  the 
hours  of  operation  of  the  weather  report¬ 
ing  service  to  be  provided  by  duly  certi¬ 
fied  personnel  of  Frontier  Airlines. 
Communications  service  will  be  provided 
by  the  FAA’s  Grand  Junction,  Colorado, 
Flight  Service  Station  through  remote 
facilities  located  at  the  Vernal  VOR. 

The  700-foot  portion  of  the  transition 
area  is  required  to  provide  protection 
for  aircraft  executing  prescribed  instru¬ 
ment  approach  and  departure  procedures 
at  altitudes  between  1,000  feet  and  1,500 
feet  above  the  surface. 

The  1,200 -foot  portion  of  the  transi¬ 
tion  area  is  required  to  provide  protec¬ 
tion  to  aircraft  executing  prescribed 
instrument  approach,  departure  and 


holding  procedures  at  altitudes  above 
1,500  feet  above  the  surface. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Western  Region,  Attn:  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  5651 
West  Manchester  Avenue,  Post  Office 
Box  90007,  Airport  Station,  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  90009.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  within  forty-five  days  after  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  will  be  considered  before  action  is 
taken  on  the  proposed  amendment.  No 
public  hearing  is  contemplated  at  this 
time,  but  arrangements  for  informal  con¬ 
ferences  with  Federal  Aviation  Agency 
officials  may  be  made  by  contacting  the 
Regional  Air  Traffic  Division  Chief. 
Any  data,  views  or  arguments  presented 
during  such  conferences  must  also  be 
submitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of 
the  record  for  consideration.  The  pro¬ 
posal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

A  public  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  5651  West  Manchester 
Avenue,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  90045. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  as  amended  (72 
Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348). 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  7,  1965. 

William  R.  Krieger, 

Deputy  Director, 
Western  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-387;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:45  a.m.j 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-EA-45] 

FEDERAL  AIRWAYS 

Proposed  Alteration 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  amendments  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that  would 
alter  segments  of  VOR  Federal  airways 
Nos.  12,  33,  39,  93,  147,  162,  170,  210,  238, 
251,  254,  256,  265,  292,  474,  501  and  that 
would  alter  the  Altoona,  Pa.,  and  the 
Harrisburg,  Pa.,  control  area  extensions. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspace  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Eastern  Region,  Attn:  Chief, 
Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Federal  Building,  John  F.  Ken¬ 
nedy  International  Airport,  Jamaica, 
N.Y.,  11430.  All  communications  re¬ 
ceived  within  30  days  after  publication 
of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register 
will  be  considered  by  the  Administrator 
before  taking  action  on  the  proposed 
rule.  The  proposals  contained  in  this 
notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light  of 
comments  received.  All  comments  sub¬ 
mitted  will  be  available  in  the  Rules 
Docket  for  examination  by  interested 


persons,  both  before  and  after  the  clos¬ 
ing  date  for  comments.  An  informal 
docket  also  will  be  available  for  exami¬ 
nation  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  the  following  airspace  actions: 

1.  Revocation  of  the  V-12  segment 
from  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  to  the  Echelon, 
N.J.,  Intersection.  The  extension  of 
V-210  and  V-474,  as  set  forth  below, 
would  provide  a  replacement  route  for 
this  segment  of  V-12  for  air  traffic  oper¬ 
ating  from  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  to  the  west. 

2.  Realignment  of  the  segments  of 
V-33  and  V-265  from  Bradford,  Pa.,  to 
Philipsburg,  Pa.,  via  the  intersection  of 
the  Bradford  148°  and  the  Philipsburg 
339°  True  radials.  This  realignment 
would  eliminate  crossing  points  on  the 
V-226  and  V-232  airway  segments  west 
of  the  Keating,  Pa.,  VOR. 

3.  Realignment  of  the  segment  of  V- 
39  from  Lancaster,  Pa.,  to  Poughkeepsie, 
N.Y.,  via  East  Texas,  Pa.;  Allentown,  Pa.; 
Huguenot,  N.Y.;  intersection  of  the 
Huguenot  032’  and  the  Poughkeepsie 
259’  True  radials.  This  realignment 
via  the  East  Texas  VOR  would  eliminate 
the  crossing  point  with  V-30,  east  of  the 
VOR.  In  addition,  the  realignment 
north  of  Huguenot  would  provide  a  com¬ 
mon  intersection  with  V-34,  and  would 
provide  a  transition  route  to  the  Stewart 
AFB,  New  York,  ILS. 

4.  Realignment  of  the  segment  of  V-93 
from  Lancaster,  Pa.,  to  Allentown,  Pa., 
via  East  Texas,  Pa.  V-93  would  then  be 
aligned  to  overlie  the  proposed  altered 
segment  of  V-39  between  these  points. 

5.  Revocation  of  the  segment  of  V-147 
east  alternate  from  Allentown,  Pa.,  to 
Philadelphia,  Pa.  'The  extension  of 
V-149,  set  forth  below,  would  provide  a 
replacement  route  for  this  segment  of 
V-147E.  The  revised  routing  of  traffic 
via  the  proposed  extension  of  V-149 
from  Allentown  to  the  Dublin,  Pa.,  In¬ 
tersection  would  facilitate  traffic  cleared 
to  the  Warrington,  Pa.,  holding  pattern 
which  is  used  an  an  outer  clearance  fix 
serving  the  Philadelphia  terminal  area 
from  the  north  and  northeast. 

6.  Realignment  of  the  segment  of  V- 
162  from  Harrisburg,  Pa.,  to  Allentown, 
Pa.,  via  East  Texas,  Pa.  This  realign¬ 
ment  would  eliminate  crossing  points 
with  V-30  and  V-164  northwest  of  the 
East  Texas  VOR. 

7.  Realignment  of  the  V-162  south 
alternate  segment  from  Harrisburg,  Pa., 
to  East  Texas,  Pa.,  via  the  intersection 
of  the  Harrisburg  087®  and  the  East 
Texas  225°  True  radials.  This  realign¬ 
ment  would  eliminate  the  crossing  point 
with  V-30,  east  of  the  East  Texas  VOR. 

8.  Realignment  of  the  V-170  segment 
from  Ravine,  Pa.,  to  West  Chester,  Pa., 
via  the  intersection  of  the  Ravine  125° 
and  the  Pottstown,  Pa.,  278°  True  radi¬ 
als.  This  realignment  would  provide  a 
common  intersection  with  segments  of 
V-162S,  V-39/93  and  V-254/256  at  the 
Reinholds,  Pa.,  Intersection. 

9.  Extension  of  V-210  from  Harris¬ 
burg,  Pa.,  via  Lancaster,  Pa.,  to  the  in¬ 
tersection  of  the  Lancaster  095°  and  the 
Pottstown,  Pa.,  143’  True  radials.  This 
extended  airway  would  provide  a  re¬ 
placement  route  for  the  segment  of  V-12 
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proposed,  herein,  for  revocation.  In 
addition,  this  segment  of  V-210  would 
provide  a  departure  route  for  Philadel¬ 
phia  terminals  to  the  west,  northwest 
and  southwest. 

10.  Realignment  of  the  V-238  segment 
from  Philipsburg,  Pa.,  to  West  Chester, 
Pa.,  via  Harrisburg;  and  the  intersection 
of  the  Harrisburg  132*  and  the  West 
Chester  274°  True  radials.  This  realign¬ 
ment  would  provide  an  arrival  route 
from  the  northwest  for  air  traffic  des¬ 
tined  for  Philadelphia  utilizing  the  West 
Chester  VOR  as  an  outer  clearance  limit. 

11.  Revocation  of  the  V-251  segment 
from  Pottstown,  Pa.,  to  Hartford,  Conn. 
The  FAA’s  latest  peak  day  airway  traffic 
survey  shows  one  aircraft  movement  for 
the  portion  of  this  airway  segment  be¬ 
tween  Pottstown  and  Sparta,  N.J. 
Therefore,  it  appears  that  the  retention 
of  this  airway  segment  is  unjustified  as 
a  continued  assignment  of  airspace. 
The  remaining  portion  of  the  segment 
of  V-251  between  Sparta  and  Hartford 
would  be  replaced  by  the  extension  of 
V-292  as  proposed  herein. 

12.  Realignment  of  the  V-254  and  V- 
256  segments  from  the  intersection  of 
the  Pottstown,  Pa.,  278°  and  the  East 
Texas,  Pa.,  225°  True  radials  direct  to 
Pottstown.  This  realignment  would 
provide  a  common  intersection  at  Rein¬ 
holds,  Pa.,  with  V-162S,  V-170  and  V- 
39/93  airway  segments. 

13.  Extension  of  V-292  from  Hartford, 
Conn.,  to  Sparta,  N.J.,  via  Carmel,  N.Y.; 
and  the  intersection  of  the  Carmel  232* 
and  the  Sparta  082°  True  radials.  This 
extension  would  provide  a  replacement 
route  for  the  segment  of  V-251  proposed, 
herein,  for  revocation. 

14.  Realignment  of  the  V-474  segment 
from  St.  Thomas,  Pa.,  to  the  Echelon, 
N.J.,  Intersection  (intersection  of  the 
West  Chester,  Pa.,  095°  and  the  Woods- 
town,  N.J.,  043°  True  radials)  via  the  in¬ 
tersection  of  the  Harrisburg  132°  and  the 
West  Chester  274*  True  radials;  and 
West  Chester.  This  realignment  would 
provide  a  better  routing  for  air  traffic 
en  route  over  St.  Thomas  destined  for 
the  Philadelphia  terminal  area.  The 
segment  of  V-474  from  West  Chester  to 
the  Echelon  Intersection  would  provide 
a  replacement  route  for  the  segment  of 
V-12  proposed  herein  for  revocation. 

15.  Revocation  of  the  segment  of  V- 
501  from  St.  Thomas,  Pa.,  to  Wellsville, 
N.Y.  This  airway  segment  is  no  longer 
required  for  air  traffic  control  purposes. 
In  addition,  the  FAA’s  latest  peak  day 
of  six  aircraft  movements  for  this  seg¬ 
ment  of  V-501.  Therefore,  it  appears 
that  the  retention  of  this  airway  segment 
is  unjustified  as  a  continued  assignment 
of  airspace. 

16.  Alteration  of  the  Altoona,  Pa.,  con¬ 
trol  area  extension  by  substituting  in  its 
description  the  178*  True  radial  of  the 
Philipsburg,  Pa.,  VOR  as  the  eastern 
boundary,  presently  described  by  refer¬ 
ence  to  V-501.  This  boundary  altera¬ 
tion  would  include  within  the  Altoona 
control  area  extension  a  portion  of  the 
control  area  associated  with  the  segment 
of  V-501  proposed,  herein,  for  revocation. 

17.  Alteration  of  the  Harrisburg,  Pa., 
control  area  extension  to  include  within 
its  description  the  airspace  within  a  15- 
mile  radius  of  the  Harrisburg  VORTAC; 


including  the  airspace  north  of  Harris¬ 
burg  bounded  on  the  north  by  V-106,  on 
the  east  by  V-31  and  on  the  west  by 
V-33;  the  airspace  northeast  of  Harris¬ 
burg  bounded  on  the  north  by  V-30,  on 
the  east  by  the  arc  of  a  125-mile  radius 
circle  centered  on  the  Kennedy,  N.Y., 
VORTAC,  on  the  south  and  southeast  by 
V-162,  and  on  the  west  by  V-31;  the  air¬ 
space  southeast  of  Harrisburg  bounded 
on  the  north  by  V-210,  on  the  southeast 
by  V-251  and  on  the  west  by  V-238;  and 
the  airspace  northwest  of  Harrisburg 
bounded  on  the  northwest  by  V-106,  on 
the  northeast  by  V-33,  on  the  south  by 
V-12,  and  on  the  west  by  the  Philipsburg, 
Pa.,  178*  True  radial;  and  the  airspace 
southwest  of  Harrisburg  bounded  on  the 
northwest  by  V-12S,  on  the  south  by 
V-474,  on  the  east  by  V-223,  and  on  the 
northeast  by  the  15 -mile  radius  area. 
This  alteration  would  provide  continu¬ 
ity  of  controlled  airspace  in  the  vicinity 
of  Harrisburg  necessitated  by  the  pro¬ 
posed  airway  alterations.  The  included 
control  areas  would  be  utilized  for  radar 
vectoring,  holding  patterns,  and  ap¬ 
proach  procedures. 

The  above  proposed  airspace  actions 
are  designed  to  improve  the  airway  route 
structure  and  to  facilitate  the  movement 
of  instrument-type  air  traffic  within  the 
Harrisburg  and  Philadelphia  terminal 
areas.  In  addition,  the  proposed  air¬ 
space  actions  would  provide  common 
intersection  points,  where  feasible,  so 
that  air  traffic  control  separation  stand¬ 
ards  could  be  applied  more  readily  to 
crossing  air  traffic  at  the  airway  junc¬ 
tions. 

These  amendments  are  proposed  under 
the  authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C. 
1348). 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  7, 1965. 

Daniel  E.  Barrow, 

Chief,  Airspace  Regulations 
and  Procedures  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-388;  Filed.  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:45  ajn.j 

[  14  CFR  Part  71  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  64-CE-101] 

TRANSITION  AREA 
Proposed  Designation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  an  amendment  to  Part  71  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to  desig¬ 
nate  controlled  airspace  at  Mitchell, 
S.  Dak. 

Having  completed  a  comprehensive  re¬ 
view  of  airspace  requirements  at  Mitchell, 
S.  Dak.,  including  studies  attendant  to 
the  implementation  of  the  provisions  of 
Amendments  60-21  and  60-29  of  Part  60 
of  the  Civil  Air  Regulations,  the  Federal 
Aviation  Agency  proposes  to  establish  a 
transition  area  at  Mitchell,  S.  Dak. 

The  proposed  Mitchell  transition  area 
would  be  designated  to  comprise  that  air¬ 
space  extending  upward  from  700  feet 
above  the  surface  within  a  6-mile  radius 
of  the  Mitchell,  S.  Dak.  Airport  (latitude 
43“46'25"  N.,  longitude  98°02'25"  W.), 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  322° 
bearing  from  the  Mitchell  Airport  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  6 -mile  radius  area  to 


8  miles  NW  of  the  airport,  and  within  2 
miles  each  side  of  the  125*  bearing  from 
the  Mitchell  Airport  extending  from  the 
6-mile  radius  area  to  13  miles  SE  of  the 
airport;  and  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  1200  feet  above  the  surface 
within  5  miles  NE  and  8  miles  SW  of  the 
322°  bearing  from  the  Mitchell  Airport 
extending  from  the  airport  to  12  miles 
NW,  and  within  5  miles  SW  and  8  miles 
NE  of  the  125*  bearing  from  the  Mitchell 
Airport  extending  from  4  miles  SE  to  17 
miles  SE  of  the  airport. 

The  proposed  transition  area  extend¬ 
ing  upward  from  700  feet  above  the  sur¬ 
face  is  required  to  protect  aircraft  exe¬ 
cuting  departure  and  missed  approach 
procedures  until  they  reach  an  altitude 
of  1200  feet  above  the  surface.  The  ex¬ 
tensions  are  necessary  to  contain  the 
final  approach  phase  of  the  restricted 
ADF  approach  procedures.  The  pro¬ 
posed  airspace  extending  upward  from 
1200  feet  above  the  surface  is  required  to 
protect  aircraft  executing  holding  and 
procedure  turns  for  the  restricted  ADF 
approach  procedures. 

Certain  minor  revisions  to  prescribed 
instrument  procedures  would  be  effected 
in  conjunction  with  the  actions  pro¬ 
posed  herein,  but  operational  complexi¬ 
ties  would  not  be  increased  nor  would 
aircraft  performance  characteristics  or 
present  landing  minimums  be  adversely 
affected. 

Specific  details  of  procedures  and  min¬ 
imum  instrument  flight  rule  altitudes 
that  would  be  required  may  be  examined 
by  contacting  the  Chief,  Airspace  Branch, 
Air  Traffic  Division,  Central  Region,  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency,  4825  Troost  Ave¬ 
nue,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  64110. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Director, 
Central  Region,  ATTN:  Chief,  Air  Traffic 
Division,  Federal  Aviation  Agency,  4825 
Troost  Avenue,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  64110. 
All  communications  received  within 
forty-five  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  ar¬ 
rangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data, 
views,  or  arguments  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  notice 
in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record  for 
consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  the  light 
of  comments  received. 

The  public  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  4825  Troost  Avenue, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  64110. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  section  307(a)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  Janu¬ 
ary  5,  1965. 

Henry  L.  Newman, 

Acting  Director, 
Central  Region. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-389;  Filed,  Jan.  13.  1965; 

8:46  a.m.] 
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PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[  47  CFR  Part  73  1 

[Docket  No.  15782;  FCC  65-18] 

TABLE  OF  ASSIGNMENTS,  FM 
BROADCAST  STATIONS 

St.  Albans,  W.  Va. 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  §  73.- 
202  Table  of  Assignments,  PM  Broadcast 
Stations  (St.  Albans,  W.  Va.) ,  Docket  No. 
15782,  RM-676. 

1.  Notice  is  hereby  given  of  proposed 
rule  making  in  the  above-entitled  mat¬ 
ter. 

2.  The  Commission  has  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  petition  for  rule  making  filed 
on  October  29,  1964,  jointly  by  St.  Al- 
bans-Nitro  Broadcasting  Co.,  applicant 
for  a  new  station  at  St.  Albans,  W.  Va., 
and  WCHS-AM-TV  Corp.,  licensee  of 
Station  WCHS  at  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  re¬ 
questing  the  assignment  of  PM  Channel 
286  to  St.  Albans.1  Petitioners  are  both 
applicants  for  a  new  FM  station,  one  at 
Charleston  and  the  other  at  St.  Albans, 
on  Channel  241,  the  last  remaining  un¬ 
occupied  channel  at  Charleston.  The 
application  for  St.  Albans  was  filed  un¬ 
der  the  “25-mile  rule,”  St.  Albans  being 
within  25  miles  of  Charleston  and  having 
no  FM  assignment. 

3.  St.  Albans  is  located  approximately 
12  miles  from  Charleston  and  has  a  pop¬ 
ulation  of  15,103  persons.  Nearby  Nitro 
has  a  population  of  6,894.  There  is  a 
daytime-only  radio  station  in  St.  Al¬ 
bans  (WKLC).  The  two  mutually  ex¬ 
clusive  applications  for  the  remaining 
channel  in  Charleston  have  been  desig¬ 
nated  for  a  comparative  hearing  in  Dock¬ 
et  Nos.  15593  and  15594.  Petitioners 
urge  that  the  assignment  of  Channel 
286  to  St.  Albans  would  make  the  com¬ 
parative  hearing  unnecessary ;  that  there 
Is  a  compelling  need  for  a  local  FM  fa¬ 
cility  in  the  area;  that  the  assignment 
can  be  made  in  Lull  conformance  with 
the  separation  rules  without  adversely 
affecting  any  other  station  or  assign¬ 
ment;  and  that  it  would  therefore  serve 
the  public  interest.  In  the  event  Chan¬ 
nel  286  is  assigned  to  St.  Albans,  St.  Al- 
bans-Nitro  will  amend  its  application  to 
specify  this  channel. 

4.  Our  policy  in  the  past  has  been  to 
assign  Class  A  channels  to  the  smaller 
communities  and  to  reserve  the  wide  area 
Class  B  and  Class  C  channels  for  the 
larger  urban  areas.  We  have  made  ex¬ 
ceptions  to  this  general  allocation  cri¬ 
teria  in  those  cases  where  a  smaller  com¬ 
munity  was  in  a  rural  region  far  removed 
from  any  large  city  or  metropolitan  area. 
St.  Albans  is  the  type  of  community 
which  in  our  view  merits  the  assignment 
of  a  Class  A  channel.  However,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  no  Class  A  assignment 
appears  to  be  available  to  it,  we  are  invit- 


1  Petitioners  have  also  requested  that 
Channel  224A  be  substituted  for  Channel 
285A  at  Middleport,  Ohio.  Since  Channel 
285A  was  deleted  from  Middleport  In  a  pre¬ 
vious  proceeding,  this  portion  of  the  request 
is  unnecessary  and  will  not  be  further  con¬ 
sidered  herein. 


ing  comments  on  the  petitioners  request 
in  order  that  interested  parties  may  sub¬ 
mit  their  views  and  relevant  data. 

5.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendments  proposed  herein  is  con¬ 
tained  in  sections  4(i) ,  303,  and  307(b)  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

6.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.415  of  the  Commission 
rules,  interested  parties  may  file  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  February  5, 1965,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  February 
15,  1965.  All  submissions  by  parties  to 
this  proceeding  or  by  persons  acting  in 
behalf  of  such  parties  must  be  made  in 
written  comments,  reply  comments  or 
other  appropriate  pleadings. 

7.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.419  of  the  rules,  an  original  and 
14  copies  of  all  written  comments,  replies, 
pleadings,  briefs,  or  other  documents 
shall  be  furnished  the  Commission. 

Adopted:  January 6, 1965. 

Released:  January  7, 1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-420;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:48  a.m.j 


I  47  CFR  Part  73  1 

[Docket  No.  15721] 

CONTRACTS  OF  BROADCAST  LI¬ 
CENSEES  WITH  NEWSWIRE  SERV¬ 
ICES 

Order  Extending  Time  for  Filing  Com¬ 
ments  and  Reply  Comments 

1.  Georgia  Association  of  Broadcasters, 

Inc.,  has  requested  the  Commission  to 
extend  the  time  for  filing  comments  and 
reply  comments  in  the  above-captioned 
Notice  of  Inquiry  and  Notice  of  Proposed 
Rule  Making  (FCC  64-1108,  released 
December  3,  1964)  to  February  9,  1965 
and  February  24,  1965,  respectively. 
Comments  are  now  due  January  25, 1965, 
and  reply  comments  on  or  before  Febru¬ 
ary  10, 1965.  ' 

2.  In  support  of  the  requested  exten¬ 
sion,  Georgia  Association  of  Broad¬ 
casters,  Inc.  (GAB)  alleges  that  it  began 
a  state-wide  survey  of  the  newswire 
service  problems  of  its  members  prior 
to  the  announcement  of  the  above-ref¬ 
erenced  Notices.  The  Board  of  Di¬ 
rectors  of  GAR,  which  authorized  the 
survey,  is  meeting  January  26,  1965  to 
consider  the  results,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  present  deadline  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  will  not  allow  the  survey  results 
to  be  included  in  response  to  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Inquiry.  GAB  states  that  it  will 
take  several  days  after  the  GAB  Board 
meeting  to  collate,  write,  reproduce,  and 
file  these  comments,  which  GAB  be¬ 
lieves  would  be  of  maximum  assistance 
to  the  Commission  in  this  proceeding. 
GAB  further  states  that  the  executive 
personnel  of  the  Association  must  be  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  the  first  week  in  Feb¬ 
ruary  1965  to  attend  the  State  Presi¬ 
dent’s  Conference  of  the  National  Asso¬ 
ciation  of  Broadcasters  (NAB).  In  ad¬ 
dition  to  the  GAB  request,  the  Commis¬ 


sion  has  received  an  informal  inquiry 
from  the  NAB  as  to  whether  the  time  for 
comments  could  be  extended  in  light 
of  the  NAB  conference  until  February 
12, 1965. 

3.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  it  u 
ordered,  Pursuant  to  Sections  0.251(b) 
and  0.281(d)(8)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules,  that  the  time  for  filing  comments 
in  the  above-captioned  proceeding  is  ex¬ 
tended  from  January  25,  1965  to  Febru¬ 
ary  12,  1965  and  that  the  time  for  filing 
reply  comments  is  extended  from  Feb¬ 
ruary  10, 1965  to  February  26, 1965. 

Adopted:  January  8, 1965. 

Released:  January  11, 1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-442;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 
8:50  a.m.j 


FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

[12  CFR  Part  563  ] 

[No.  FSLIC-1,964] 

MORTGAGE  LOANS,  SALE  OF  REAL 
ESTATE  OWNED,  AND  RELATED 
ITEMS 

Premiums,  Charges  and  Credits 

January  8, 1965. 

Resolved  that,  pursuant  to  Part  508  of 
the  general  regulations  of  the  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board  (12  CFR  Part 
508)  and  §  567.1  of  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  for  Insurance  of  Accounts  (12  CFR 
567.1),  it  is  hereby  proposed  that  §  563.- 
23-1  of  the  rules  and  regulations  for  In¬ 
surance  of  Accounts  (12  CFR  563.23-1) 
be  amended  by  amendments  the  sub¬ 
stance  of  which  are  as  follows: 

1.  Amend  paragraphs  (a) ,  (b)  and  (d) 
of  §  563.23-1  of  the  rules  and  regulations 
for  Insurance  of  Accounts  to  read  as 
follows: 

(a)  Purchase  at  a  premium.  A  pre¬ 
mium  paid  by  an  insured  institution  in 
connection  with  the  acquisition  of  a 
mortgage  loan  or  group  of  mortgage 
loans  may  be  charged  off  when  paid  or 
may  be  capitalized;  if  capitalized,  a 
proportionate  amount  of  the  premium 
shall  be  charged  to  expense,  at  least 
semiannually,  over  the  remaining  term 
of  the  loan  in  the  case  of  a  single  loan, 
and  in  the  case  of  a  group  of  loans, 
either  on  an  individual  loan  basis  or  over 
a  period  not  exceeding  the  average  re¬ 
maining  term  of  the  loans  in  such  group. 

(b)  Purchase  at  a  discount.  If  an  in¬ 
sured  institution  purchases  a  loan  at  a 
discount,  such  discount  shall  be  deferred 
and  credited  to  an  account  descriptive 
of  deferred  discount  income,  and  a  pro¬ 
portionate  amount  of  such  discount  shall 
be  credited  to  income,  at  least  semi¬ 
annually,  over  a  period  of  not  less  than 
7  years.  For  the  purposes  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  a  loan  shall  be  deemed  to  have  been 
purchased  by  an  insured  institution  at 
a  discount  if  the  price  paid  by  such  in¬ 
stitution  for  such  loan  is  less  than  the 
amount  of  the  loan  balance.  Any  charges 
made  by  the  purchaser  in  connection 
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with  the  purchase  of  a  loan  shall  be  de¬ 
ducted  from  the  purchase  price  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  amount  of  the  discount. 

(d)  Credits  deferred.  Any  acquisition 
credits,  as  hereinafter  defined,  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  making  or  acquisition  of 
any  mortgage  loan  by  an  insured  institu¬ 
tion  shall  be  deferred  and  shall  be  cred¬ 
ited  to  an  account  descriptive  of  deferred 
income,  and  a  proportionate  amount  of 
all  acquisition  credits  so  deferred  shall 
be  credited  to  income,  at  least  semi¬ 
annually,  over  a  period  of  not  less  than 
7  years. 

2.  Repeal  paragraphs  (e)  and  (f)  of 
§  563.23-1. 

3.  Redesignate  existing  paragraphs 
(g) ,  (h)  and  (i)  of  §  563.23-1  as  para¬ 
graphs  (e),  (f),  and  (g). 

(Secs.  402,  403,  48  Stat.  1256,  1257,  as 
amended;  12  U.S.C.  1725,  1726.  Reorg.  Plan 
No.  3  Of  1947,  12  F.R.  4981,  3  CPR,  1947  Supp.) 

Resolved  further  that  all  interested 
persons  are  hereby  given  the  opportunity 
to  submit  written  data,  views,  or  argu¬ 
ments  on  the  following  subjects  and  is¬ 
sues:  (1)  Whether  said  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  should  be  adopted  as  proposed; 
(2)  whether  said  proposed  amendments 
should  be  modified  and  adopted  as  modi¬ 
fied;  (3)  whether  said  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  should  be  rejected.  All  such  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  must  be 
received  through  the  mail  or  otherwise 
at  the  Office  of  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  Federal  Home 
Loan  Bank  Board  Building,  101  Indiana 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20552, 
not  later  than  January  29,  1965  to  be 
entitled  to  be  considered,  but  any  re¬ 
ceived  later  may  be  considered  in  the 
discretion  of  the  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board. 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[seal]  Harry  W.  Caulsen, 

Secretary. 

[PJt.  Doc.  65-441;  Piled,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:50  a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

(Idaho  013857] 

IDAHO 

Order  Providing  for  Opening  of 
Public  Lands 

January  6, 1965. 

1.  In  exchanges  of  lands  made  under 
the  provisions  of  section  8  of  the  Act  of 
June  28.  1934  (48  Stat.  1272)  as  amended 
June  26,  1936  (49  Stat.  1976;  43  U.S.C. 
315g)  the  following  described  lands  have 
been  reconveyed  to  the  United  States : 

Boise  Meridian,  Idaho 
Parcel  1 

T.  7  S„  R.  36  E., 

Sec.  9,  NEKSEi/4. 

Parcel  2 

T.9S.,  R.  36  E„ 

Sec.  18,  SEViNEVi  and  NEy4SEi/4; 

Sec.  31,Ey2NWV4. 

Parcel  3 

T.  10  S„  R.  27  E„ 

Sec.  27,  SW14SE1/4; 

Sec.  28,  SWV4  and  SW«/4NWV4; 

Sec.  29,  S»/2  and  S^NEVi. 

T.  13  S.,  R.  28  E., 

Sec.  17,  W*/2SE%  and  Ey2SW>/4; 

Sec.  20,  SWy4. 

X  14  S  R  28  E 

Sec.  31,  Ey2NEV4  and  NW >/4 NE % ; 

Sec.  32,  NW!4NW(4. 

Parcel  4 

T.  10  S„  R.  33  E., 

Sec.  6,  wy2swvi. 

Parcel  5 

T.  11  S.,  R.  34  E„ 

Sec.  34,Ny2NE«A. 

T.  14  S„  R.  34  E„ 

Sec.  1,  lots  9,  10,  11  and  12; 

Sec.  2,  lots  8  and  9,  E>/2SE y4  and  NW'/4SE‘/4 . 
T.  14  S.,  R.  35  E„ 

Sec.  6,  lot  5. 

Parcel  6 

X  12  S  R  17  E 

Sec.  1,  lots  3  and  4,  S>/2NW>4  and 
swy4swy4; 

Sec.  2,  SE % SE % . 

Parcel  7 

T.  16  S.,  R.  16  E„ 

Sec.  24,  NWV4. 

Parcel  8 

T.  16  S.,  R.  34  E.. 

Sec.  12,  lot  1. 

T.  16  S.,  R.  35  E„ 

Sec.  19,  NE%NE%. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  2,382.07 
acres. 

2.  The  mineral  rights  to  the  land  in 
Parcel  8  were  retained  by  the  exchange 
applicant. 

3.  The  land  in  Parcel  4  has  been  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  operation  of  the  mining  and 
mineral  leasing  laws  at  all  times. 

4.  The  land  in  Parcel  1  is  located  in 
Bannock  County  approximately  2V2  miles 
north  of  Inkom,  Idaho.  The  land  is 
steep  foothills  with  silt  loam  soils  and 
some  rock  outcrops.  Vegetative  cover 
consists  of  dense  sagebrush,  heavy 
understory  of  grasses,  forbs  and  mixed 
browse  species.  The  land  has  no  poten¬ 
tial  value  for  agricultural  development. 
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5.  The  land  in  Parcel  2  is  located  in 
Bannock  County  from  5V^  to  6  miles 
southeast  of  McCammon,  Idaho.  The 
land  is  rough  steep  foothills.  Vegetative 
cover  consists  mainly  of  sagebrush  and 
cheatgrass  with  scattered  snowbrush, 
bitterbrush,  quaking  aspen  and  a  few 
juniper.  The  land  has  no  potential  value 
for  agricultural  development. 

6.  The  lands  in  Parcel  3  are  located 
in  Cassia  County  in  the  Raft  River  drain¬ 
age.  The  land  in  T.  10  S.  is  from  15  to 
18  miles  east  of  Declo,  Idaho.  The  land 
in  T.  13  S.  is  approximately  8  miles  east 
of  Malta,  Idaho.  The  land  in  T.  14  S. 
is  approximately  12  miles  southeast  of 
Malta,  Idaho.  The  topography  of  the 
land  varies  from  flat  to  rolling  with  good 
quality  soils.  The  lands  have  potential 
for  agricultural  development,  however, 
they  are  in  a  critical  groundwater  area 
and  are  closed  to  further  drilling  of  wells. 
The  land  in  T.  13  S.  is  located  in  the 
Point  Springs  Research  Area  and  has 
been  classified  for  retention  in  public 
ownership  for  research  purposes. 

7.  The  land  in  Parcel  4  is  located  in 
Power  County  approximately  lll/2  miles 
east  of  Rockland,  Idaho.  The  topog¬ 
raphy  is  steep  and  rough  being  part  of 
a  large  mountain  chain  with  fine  clay 
loam  soil  and  very  rocky.  The  vegeta¬ 
tive  cover  is  very  dense  consisting  of  a 
multitude  of  brush  species,  perennial  and 
annual  grasses  and  a  host  of  annuals  and 
forbs.  The  land  has  no  potential  for 
agricultural  development. 

8.  The  lands  in  Parcel  5  are  located 
in  Oneida  County.  The  land  in  T.  10  S. 
is  approximately  18  miles  northwest  of 
Malad  City,  Idaho.  The  other  lands  are 
approximately  9  to  10  miles  west  of 
Malad  City,  Idaho.  The  topography 
varies  from  rolling  foothills  to  steep  hill¬ 
sides.  The  soils  are  rocky  with  areas  of 
rock  outcrops.  The  vegetation  consists 
of  a  sagebrush-grass  type.  The  land  has 
no  potential  for  agricultural  develop¬ 
ment. 

9.  The  land  in  Parcel  6  is  located  in 
Twin  Falls  County  approximately  9  miles 
northeast  of  Hollister,  Idaho.  The  to¬ 
pography  varies  from  flat  to  rolling  with 
fairly  deep  soils.  The  area  has  been 
seeded  to  crested  wheatgrass.  The  land 
is  extensively  used  as  a  stock  movement 
route. 

10.  The  land  in  Parcel  7  in  Twin  Falls 
County  is  approximately  2V2  miles  north¬ 
west  of  the  Magic  Hot  Springs  resort. 
The  topography  is  rolling  to  steep  with 
shallow  soils.  The  land  is  too  rough  and 
rocky  for  agricultural  use.  The  land  is 
classified  for  public  use  as  access  to  Sho¬ 
shone  Creek. 

11.  The  lands  in  Parcel  8  are  located  in 
Oneida  County  approximately  15  miles 
southwest  of  Malad  City,  Idaho.  The 
topography  varies  from  rolling  to  steep 
foothills  with  shallow,  rocky  soils.  The 
vegetation  is  mainly  a  sagebrush-grass 
type.  The  land  has  no  potential  for 
agricultural  development. 


12.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  dele¬ 
gated  to  me  by  Bureau  Order  No.  701, 
section  2.5,  dated  July  23,  1964,  of  the 
Associate  Director,  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  the  lands  described  in  para¬ 
graph  1  hereof  shall  become  subject  to 
application,  petition,  and  selection  gener¬ 
ally,  but  excepting  applications  under  the 
Small  Tract  Act,  subject  to  valid  existing 
rights,  the  provisions  of  existing  with¬ 
drawals,  and  the  requirements  of  appli¬ 
cable  law,  effective  10:00  a.m.  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  10,  1965.  All  valid  applications  re¬ 
ceived  at  or  prior  to  10:00  a.m.  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  10,  1965,  shall  be  considered  as 
simultaneously  filed  at  that  time. 

13.  The  lands  described  in  Parcels  1, 
2,  3,  5,  6  and  7  shall  be  open  to  mineral 
leasing  and  to  location  under  the  United 
States  mining  laws  at  10:00  a.m.  on  Feb¬ 
ruary  10,  1965.  Any  offers  received  at 
or  prior  to  this  time  and  date  will  be 
considered  as  simultaneously  filed. 

14.  Inquiries  should  be  addressed  to 
the  Manager,  Land  Office,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  Post  Office  Box  2237, 
Boise,  Idaho,  83701. 

Eugene  E.  Babin, 
Acting  Manager,  Land  Office. 

[P.R.  Doc.  65-418;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:48  a.m.] 

Bureau  of  Reclamation 
SAN  LUIS  TOWNSITE,  YUMA  PROJECT 
Notice  of  Sale 

1.  Statutory  authority.  One  hundred 
fifty-five  (155)  unimproved  lots  in  the 
San  Luis  Townsite,  Yuma  County,  Ariz., 
will  be  disposed  of  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Acts  of  April  16  and  June  27,  1906, 
34  Stat.  116,  519;  43  U.S.C.  434,  448,  561, 
562,  563,  568,  594,  and  the  Act  of  June 

11,  1910,  36  Stat.  465,  43  U.S.C.  565,  and 
applicable  rules  and  regulations  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior. 

2.  Descriptions  and  appraised  values. 
The  locations  of  the  said  lots  are  shown 
on  the  plat  entitled  “Bureau  of  Reclama¬ 
tion  Plat  of  San  Luis  Townsite  in  Section 

12,  Township  11  South,  Range  25  West, 
G.  &  S.R.M.,  Arizona,  Map  No.  35-300- 
68,”  a  copy  of  which  may  be  inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Project  Manager,  Yuma 
Projects  Office,  Yuma,  Ariz.  The  numer¬ 
ical  designations  and  the  appraised  val¬ 
ues  of  the  lots  to  be  disposed  of  are 
shown  on  the  Schedule  designated  Ex¬ 
hibit  “A”  set  forth  below  and  by  reference 
made  a  part  of  this  notice. 

3.  Public  sale.  On  February  24,  1965, 
beginning  at  10:00  a.m.,  a  sale  of  said 
lots  at  public  auction  to  the  highest 
bidder  at  not  less  than  their  respective 
appraised  values,  as  shown  on  Exhibit 
“A,”  will  be  held  at  Yuma  Projects  Head¬ 
quarters  located  on  County  Avenue  3E, 
approximately  one  mile  south  of  High¬ 
way  80,  in  Yuma  County,  State  of  Ari¬ 
zona,  in  conformance  with  the  provisions 
of  this  notice.  The  said  sale  will  be  held 
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under  the  direction  of  the  Project  Mana¬ 
ger,  Yuma  Projects  Office  of  the  Bureau 
of  Reclamation.  The  rights  to  review 
any  and  all  bids  for  any  lot  and  to  sus¬ 
pend,  adjourn  or  postpone  the  sale  of  any 
lot  to  such  time  and  place  as  may  be 
deemed  proper  by  the  Project  Manager  is 
reserved  to  the  United  States  and  the 
Project  Manager  is  authorized  to  exercise 
such  rights.  If  any  of  the  said  lots  are 
not  sold  at  the  time  provided  above  for 
said  sale,  the  sale  will  continue  at  the 
office  of  the  Project  Manager  between  the 
hours  of  10:00  a.m.  and  4:00  p.m.  on  the 
next  succeeding  business  days  until  all 
such  lots  have  been  sold,  or  until  it  has 
been  determined  by  the  Project  Manager 
that  the  lots  remaining  unsold  cannot 
be  readily  disposed  of  at  prices  equal  to 
or  in  excess  of  their  appraised  values  as 
shown  on  Exhibit  “A.”  Prospective 
bidders  are  urged  to  inspect  the  lots  des¬ 
ignated  on  Exhibit  “A,”  prior  to  the  sale. 

4.  Terms  of  sale.  Both  oral  and  sealed 
bids  will  be  considered,  and  the  highest 
sealed  bid,  if  any,  for  each  lot  will  be  an¬ 
nounced  as  the  opening  bid  in  the  auction 
of  such  lot.  Special  provisions  relating 
to  sealed  bids  only  are  set  forth  in  para¬ 
graph  5. 

Each  successful  oral  bidder  will  be  re¬ 
quired  to  make  a  down  payment  by  cer¬ 
tified  check,  money  order  or  cash  in  an 
amount  not  less  than  twenty-five  percent 
(25%)  of  the  sale  price,  which  down 
payment  shall  be  due  and  payable  imme¬ 
diately  upon  sale.  No  money  will  be 
given  in  exchange  for  any  certified  check 
or  money  order  tendered  by  a  successful 
bidder  in  an  amount  in  excess  of  the 
minimum  payment  of  twenty-five  per¬ 
cent  (25%).  Payment  of  the  balance  of 
the  purchase  price  must  be  received  at 
the  office  of  the  Project  Manager  within 
thirty  (30)  days  following  the  date  of 
sale.  If  the  bidder  defaults  in  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  the  balance  due  as  provided 
herein,  he  shall  be  deemed  to  have  for¬ 
feited  any  payment  made  and  the  privi¬ 
lege  to  purchase  the  lot  for  which  such 
payment  is  made,  and  no  refund  will  be 
made  of  any  such  payment. 

Upon  payment  in  full  of  the  purchase 
price  by  any  successful  bidder,  the 
Project  Manager  will  issue  to  him  a  re¬ 
ceipt  therefor  and  thereupon  notify  the 
Manager  of  the  Land  Office,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  that 
payment  in  full  has  been  received  by  the 
United  States.  Such  successful  bidder, 
upon  satisfactory  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  paragraph  6  hereof,  will 
be  eligible  to  receive  from  the  Manager 
of  the  Land  Office  a  certificate  which  is 
the  prerequisite  to  the  issuance  of  a 
patent  by  the  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment. 

5.  Special  provisions  relating  to  sealed 
bids.  Sealed  bids  will  be  considered  only 
if  they  meet  each  of  the  following  re¬ 
quirements  : 

a.  The  bid  must  be  enclosed  In  a 
sealed  envelope  addressed  to  the  Project 
Manager,  Yuma  Projects  Office,  Bureau 
of  Reclamation,  Yuma,  Ariz.,  with  the 
name  and  address  of  the  bidder,  and  the 
notation  “Bid  for  San  Luis  Townsite 
Sale”  on  the  face  of  the  envelope; 

b.  The  bid  must  be  in  an  amount  not 
less  than  the  appraised  value  of  the  lot 


bid  on,  as  shown  on  Exhibit  “A,”  and 
must  be  accompanied  by  a  certified  check 
or  money  order  in  an  amount  which  is 
not  less  than  twenty-five  percent  (25%) 
of  the  bid  price; 

c.  The  bid  must  be  delivered  by  the 
bidder  or  by  an  agent  of  the  bidder  at  the 
office  of  the  Project  Manager  not  later 
than  4:00  p.m.  on  February  23,  1965,  but 
may  not  be  mailed. 

Such  sealed  bids  will  be  opened  at  10:00 
a.m.  on  Wednesday,  February  24,  1965, 
the  commencement  of  the  sale  indicated 
above.  Certified  checks  or  money  orders 
submitted  with  unsuccessful  sealed  bids 
will  be  mailed  to  the  bidder  at  the  bid¬ 
der’s  address  as  it  appears  on  the  sealed 
envelope  within  ten  (10)  days  following 
the  date  of  the  sale.  Except  as  other¬ 
wise  provided  in  this  paragraph  5  the 
terms  of  sale  set  forth  in  paragraph  4 
shall  be  applicable  in  the  case  of  a  suc¬ 
cessful  sealed  bid. 

6.  Qualifications  of  purchasers.  At 
the  time  payment  of  the  balance  of  the 
purchase  price  is  made,  each  successful 
bidder  must  submit  a  written  statement, 
on  a  form  which  will  be  furnished  by  the 
Project  Manager  upon  request,  that  he 
is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  or  has 
declared  his  intention  to  become  a  citi¬ 
zen  and  every  corporation  purchasing  a 
lot  pursuant  to  this  notice  must  furnish 
a  certified  copy  of  its  articles  of  incorpo¬ 
ration  showing  that  it  is  a  corporation 
organized  under  the  laws  of  the  United 
States,  or  of  any  state,  territory  or  pos¬ 
session  thereof,  and  that  it  is  authorized 
to  acquire  and  hold  real  estate  in  the 
State  of  Arizona.  In  the  case  of  corpo¬ 
rations  other  than  those  organized  under 
the  laws  of  the  State  of  Arizona,  a  cer¬ 
tificate  from  the  Arizona  Corporation 
Commission  stating  that  the  corporation 
is  authorized  to  conduct  business  in  the 
State  of  Arizona  will  be  required.  Em¬ 
ployees  of  the  Bureau  of  Reclamation 
are  not  eligible  to  purchase  under  this 
notice. 

7.  Reservations  and  exceptions.  There 
shall  be  reserved  from  the  said  sale  and 
from  the  conveyance  of  said  lands  to 
purchasers  by  patent  such  right-of-way, 
minerals  and  rights  relating  thereto, 
and  other  rights  as  are  reserved  or  ex¬ 
cepted  in  patents  issued  under  the  Home¬ 
stead  Laws  of  the  United  States. 

8.  Assignments.  No  assignee  of  the 
equitable  interest  of  the  original  pur¬ 
chaser  in  a  lot  sold  pursuant  to  this 
notice  will  be  recognized  by  the  United 
States  and  the  patent  and  other  neces¬ 
sary  papers  will  be  issued  in  the  name 
of  the  original  purchaser. 

9.  Penalty  for  combinations  and  re¬ 
straint  of  the  sale.  All  persons  are 
warned  against  forming  any  combination 
or  agreement  that  will  prevent  any  lot 
from  selling  advantageously  or  which 
will  in  any  way  hinder  or  prevent  the 
sale,  and  all  persons  so  offending  will  be 
prosecuted  under  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  1860  of  the  Criminal  Code,  U.S.C. 
Title  18. 

Dated:  November  30,  1964. 

A.  B.  West, 

Regional  Director. 


Exhibit  “A” 

NUMERICAL  DESIGNATIONS  AND  APPRAISED  VALUES 
OP  LOTS  TO  BE  DISPOSED  OP  PURSUANT  TO 
NOTICE  OF  TOWNSITE  SALE,  SAN  LUIS  TOWN- 
SITE,  YUMA  PROJECT,  FEBRUARY  24,  1965 

The  following  block  and  lot  designations 
are  shown  on  the  plat  entitled  “Bureau  of 
Reclamation  Plat  of  San  Luis  Townsite  in 
Section  12,  Township  11  South,  Range  25 
West,  Gila  and  Salt  River  Meridian,  Arizona, 
Map  No.  35-300-68”,  a  copy  of  which  may  be 
inspected  at  the  office  of  the  Project  Man¬ 
ager,  Yuma  Projects  Office,  Yuma,  Arizona: 


Lot  descriptions 
Block  7: 


Lot 

1__. 

Lot 

2 _ 

Lot 

3— 

Lot 

4... 

Lot 

5— 

Lot 

6— 

Lot 

7... 

Lot 

8— 

Lot 

9 _ 

Lot 

lO- 

Lot 

ll.. 

Lot 

12 _ 

Lot 

13 _ 

Lot 

14_. 

Block 

8: 

Lot 

1 _ 

Lot 

2 _ 

Lot 

3 _ 

Lot 

4 _ 

Lot 

5 _ 

Lot 

6.. 

Lot 

7 _ 

Lot 

8— 

Lot 

9— 

Lot 

lO- 

Lot 

ll- 

Lot 

12. 

Block 

9: 

Lot 

l-_ 

Lot 

2 _ 

Lot 

3 _ 

Lot 

4 _ 

Lot 

5 _ 

Lot 

6„ 

Lot 

7... 

Lot 

8— 

Lot 

9— 

Lot 

10. 

Lot 

11. 

Lot 

12. 

Block 

10: 

Lot 

1__ 

Lot 

2 _ 

Lot 

3 _ 

Lot 

4__ 

Lot 

5__ 

Lot 

6— 

Lot 

7__ 

Lot 

8__ 

Lot 

9— 

Lot 

lO- 

Lot 

ll. 

Lot 

12. 

Lot 

13. 

Lot 

14. 

Block 

U: 

Lot 

l— 

Lot 

2 _ 

Lot 

3 _ 

Lot 

4 _ 

Lot 

5— 

Lot 

6— 

Lot 

7 _ 

Lot 

8 _ 

Lot 

9 _ 

Lot 

10- 

Lot 

11. 

Lot 

12. 

Block 

12: 

Lot 

1— 

Lot 

2— 

Lot 

3 _ 

Lot 

4 _ 

Appraised 
values 
$575.  00 
545. 00 
545.  00 
545.  00 
545.  00 
545.  00 
545.  00 
545.  00 
545.  00 
545.  00 
545.  00 
545.  00 
.  545.00 

.  575. 00 

.  575. 00 

.  575. 00 

-  575. 00 

-  575. 00 

_  575. 00 

575. 00 

-  575. 00 

-  575. 00 

_  575. 00 

-  575. 00 

_  575. 00 

-  575. 00 

_  575. 00 

-  575. 00 

.  675. 00 

_  575. 00 

.  575. 00 

_  575. 00 

_  575. 00 

_  575. 00 

_  575. 00 

575.  00 
_  575. 00 

575.  00 

_  675. 00 

-  545. 00 

-  545. 00 

-  545. 00 

_  545. 00 

_  545. 00 

.  545. 00 

_  545. 00 

_  545. 00 

545.  00 
_  545. 00 

_  545.  00 

_  545. 00 

_  575. 00 

_  575. 00 

_  575. 00 

_  575. 00 

_  575. 00 

-  575. 00 

-  575. 00 

_  575. 00 

.  575. 00 

_  575. 00 

-  575. 00 

-  575. 00 

_  575. 00 

_  610. 00 
_  545. 00 

_  545. 00 

_  545. 00 
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Lot  descriptions — Continued  Appraised 

Block  12 — Continued  values 

Lot  5 _  545.  00 

Lot  6 . .  645.00 

Lot  7 _ _ _ 545.00 

Lot  8 _  545.00 

Lot  9 _  545.  00 

Lot  10 .  705.  00 

Block  13: 

Lot  1 .  575.00 

Block  14: 

Lot  1- _ _ _  1,220.00 

Block  15: 

Lot  1 _  340.  00 

Lot  2 . . . .  545.00 

Lot  3 . . .  545.00 

Lot  4 . 545.00, 

Lot  5 _  545.00 

Lot  6 . . . .  545.00 

Lot  7 _  545.00 

Lot  8 _ _  770.00 

Block  16: 

Lot  1 _ 575.00 

Lot  2 _ _ _  575.00 

Lot  3 _  575.00 

Lot  4 _ _  575.00 

Lot  5 .  675. 00 

Lot  6 _ _ _  675.  00 

Lot  7 . . . . .  575.00 

Lot  8 _  575.00 

Lot  9 . . . - .  575.00 

Lot  10 .  575.  00 

Lot  11 .  575.00 

Lot  12 .  575.  00 

Block  17 _ Municipal  reserve. 

Block  18: 

Lot  1 _ 475.00 

Lot  2 . . . .  500.00 

Lot  3 _ _ _  650.  00 

Block  19: 

Lot  1 _ .1 _  2,025.00 

Lot  2 _ 2, 190.  00 

Block  20: 

Lot  1 _  1,700.00 

Lot  2 _  1,825.00 

Lot  8 _ 1,825.00 

Block  21: 

Lot  1 _  1,825.00 

Lot  2 _  1,825.00 

Lot  3 _ 1,825.00 

Lot  4 _ 1,825.00 

Lot  5 _  1,825.00 

Lot  6 .  1,825.00 

Block  22: 

Lot  1 _ _ _  845.  00 

Lot  2 _  1,380.00 

Lot  8 . 1,620.00 

Lot  4 _  810.00 

Lot  5 _  810.  00 

Lot  6 _  810.  00 

Lot  7 .  810.  00 


fe  Lot  8 . . . .  810.00 


Lot  9. _ 1,200.00 

Lot  10 _  1,270.00 

Lot  11- _ _ _ -  1,300.00 

Lot  12 _ 1,190.00 

Lot  13 _ 1,020.00 

Block  23 _ Municipal  reserve. 

Block  24: 

Lot  1 _ 2,270.00 

Lot  2 . 1,810.00 

Lot  3 .  1,385.00 

Block  25 : 

Lot  1 _ 2,650.00 

Lot  2 _ 2,295.00 

Lot  3 . - . - . —  2,440.00 

Block  26 _ Municipal  reserve. 

Block  27: 

Lot  1 _ 315.00 

Lot  2 _  490.00 

Lot  3 .  490.00 

Lot  4 _  490.  00 

Lot  5 _  490.00 

Lot  6 . .  490.  00 

Lot  7 _  490.  00 

Lot  8 .  575.  00 

Lot  9 _  575.00 

Lot  10 . . . .  575.  00 

Lot  11 . 575.00 

Lot  12 . . .  520.  00 

Lot  13 . . . . . —  520.00 

Lot  14 . — .  435.  00 


Lot  descriptions — Continued 
Block  28: 

Lot  1 _ 

Lot  2 _ 

Lot  8 . . 

Lot  4 . 

Lot  5 . . . 

Lot  6 . . . 

Lot  7 . . 

Lot  8 _ 

Lot  9 . . 

Lot  10 . 

Lot  11 _ _ _ 

Lot  12— . . . . 


Appraised 
values 
1, 175.  00 
1,  030.  00 
880.00 
730.  00 
670.  00 
700.00 
725.00 
755.  00 
780.  00 
810.00 
730.00 
-  860. 00 


[P.R.  Doc.  65-419;  Piled,  Jan.  13,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 


Geological  Survey 
CALIFORNIA  ET  AL. 

Definitions  of  Known  Geologic  Struc¬ 
tures  of  Producing  Oil  and  Gas 
Fields 

Former  paragraph  (c)  of  §  227.0,  Part 
227,  Title  30,  Chapter  II,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  (1947  Supp.),  codification  of 
which  has  been  discontinued  by  a  docu¬ 
ment  published  in  Part  II  of  the  Federal 
Register  dated  December  31,  1948,  is 
hereby  supplemented  by  the  addition  of 
the  following  list  of  defined  structures 
effective  as  of  the  dates  shown: 


Name  of  field 

Effective 

date 

Acre¬ 

age 

(5)  California 

Poso  Creek  (revision,  consoli¬ 
dation,  and  name  change  of 

July  28,1964 

Oct.  23,1964 

7,115 

16,391 

Sunset  (revision  and  consolida¬ 
tion  of  Metson,  Santiago  and 

(6)  Colorado 

Oct.  12,1964 
Aug.  22,1964 
May  9,1963 

8,372 

12,702 

11,035 

Powder  Wash  (revision) _ 

(22)  Michigan 


Sept.  17, 1964 

1,080 

(31)  New  Mexico 

Flying  M__. . 

Indian  Basin  (revision).. . 

Linda . . . . 

Nov.  24, 1964 

1  Oct.  6,1964 
Nov.  17, 1964 

6,480 

36,066 

1,521 

(36)  Oklahoma 

Aug.  6, 1964 

2,379 

(44)  Utah 


Dec.  8,1964 

12,375 

(50)  Wyoming 

Canyon  Creek-Trail  (revision). 

May  18,1964 
May  27,1963 
June  26,1964 

27,652 

67,626 

2,848 

Arthur  A.  Baker, 

Acting  Director. 

January  7, 1965. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-416;  Piled,  Jan.  13,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  International  Commerce 

[Pile  No.  24-38] 

JEAN  MORVAN 

Order  Extending  Temporary  Denial  of 

Export  Privileges 

In  the  matter  of  Jean  Morvan,  Box  50, 
Station  H,  Montreal,  Canada,  respond¬ 
ent;  File  24-38  et  al. 

An  order  temporarily  denying  export 
privileges  for  a  period  of  sixty  days  was 
issued  against  the  above  named  respond¬ 
ent  on  November  17, 1964  (29  F.R.  16098). 
Said  order  was  issued  in  connection  with 
an  investigation  instituted  by  the  Inves¬ 
tigations  Division,  Office  of  Export  Con¬ 
trol,  Bureau  of  International  Commerce, 
into  activities  of  said  respondent:  In 
participating  in  the  procurement  and  at¬ 
tempted  procurement  of  U.S. -origin  com¬ 
modities  for  reexportation  from  Canada 
to  ultimate  unauthorized  destinations; 
and  in  participating  in  transactions  in¬ 
volving  U.S.-origin  commodities  with 
parties  who  are  subject  to  orders  denying 
U.§5.  export  privileges.  On  the  evidence 
presented  there  was  reasonable  basis  to 
believe  that  said  respondent  would  con¬ 
tinue  such  conduct  in  contravention  of 
the  U.S.  Export  Control  Act  and  regula¬ 
tions  unless  U.S.  export  privileges  were 
temporarily  denied. 

The  Director  of  said  Investigations  Di¬ 
vision  has  applied  under  §  382.11  of  the 
Export  Regulations  for  an  extension  of 
the  temporary  denial  order  until  the 
completion  of  administrative  compliance 
proceedings.  The  matter  has  been  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Compliance  Commissioner 
and  he  has  reported  his  recommendation 
to  me  that  the  present  temporary  denial 
order  be  extended  until  the  completion 
of  administrative  compliance  proceed¬ 
ings.  He  has  found  that  such  extension 
is  reasonably  necessary  to  protect  the 
public  interest  pending  final  disposition 
of  the  compliance  proceedings  and  is 
necessary  for  effective  enforcement  of  the 
law.  I  confirm  these  findings. 

Accordingly,  it  is  hereby  ordered, 

I.  The  provisions  and  restrictions  of 
the  temporary  denial  order  issued  on  No¬ 
vember  17, 1964  (29  F.R.  16098)  are  here¬ 
by  continued  in  full  force  and  effect. 

n.  The  respondent,  his  successors  or 
assigns,  partners,  representatives,  agents, 
and  employees  hereby  are  denied  all  priv¬ 
ileges  of  participating,  directly  or  indi¬ 
rectly,  in  any  manner  or  capacity,  in  any 
transaction  involving  commodities  or 
technical  data  exported  from  the  United 
States  in  whole  or  in  part,  or  to  be  ex¬ 
ported,  or  which  are  otherwise  subject 
to  the  Export  Regulations.  Without  lim¬ 
itation  of  the  generality  of  the  foregoing, 
participation  prohibited  in  any  such 
transaction,  either  in  the  United  States 
or  abroad,  shall  include  participation, 
directly  or  indirectly,  in  any  manner  or 
capacity:  (a)  As  a  party  or  as  a  repre¬ 
sentative  of  a  party  to  any  validated 
export  license  application;  (b)  in  the 
preparation  or  filing  of  any  export  license 
application  or  reexportation  authoriza¬ 
tion,  or  any  document  to  be  submitted 
therewith;  (c)  in  the  obtaining  or  using 
of  any  validated  or  general  export  license 
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or  other  export  control  document;  (d) 
in  the  carrying  on  of  negotiations  with 
respect  to,  or  in  the  receiving,  ordering, 
buying,  selling,  delivering,  storing,  using, 
or  disposing  of  any  commodities  or  tech¬ 
nical  data  in  whole  or  in  part  exported 
or  to  be  exported  from  the  United  States ; 
and  (e)  in  the  financing,  forwarding, 
transporting,  or  other  servicing  of  such 
commodities  or  technical  data. 

m.  Such  denial  of  export  privileges 
shall  extend  not  only  to  the  respondent, 
but  also  to  his  agents  and  employees  and 
to  any  successor  and  to  any  person,  firm, 
corporation,  or  business  organization 
with  which  he  now  or  hereafter  may  be 
related  by  affiliation,  ownership,  control, 
position  of  responsibility,  or  other  con¬ 
nection  in  the  conduct  of  trade  or  services 
connected  therewith. 

IV.  This  order  continues  in  full  force 
and  effect  the  provisions  and  restrictions 
of  the  temporary  denial  order  of  Novem¬ 
ber  17.  1964  and  shall  remain  in  effect 
until  the  completion  of  administrative 
compliance  proceedings  unless  it  is  here¬ 
after  amended,  modified,  or  vacated  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
United  States  Export  Regulations. 

V.  No  person,  firm,  corporation,  part¬ 
nership  or  other  business  organization, 
whether  in  the  United  States  or  else¬ 
where,  without  prior  disclosure  to  and 
specific  authorization  from  the  Bureau 
of  International  Commerce,  shall  do  any 
of  the  following  acts,  directly  or  in¬ 
directly,  or  carry  on  negotiations  with 
respect  thereto,  in  any  manner  or  ca¬ 
pacity,  on  behalf  of  or  in  any  association 
with  the  respondent  or  any  related  party, 
or  whereby  the  respondent  or  related 
party  may  obtain  any  benefit  therefrom 
or  have  any  interest  or  participation 
therein,  directly  or  indirectly:  (a)  Apply 
for,  obtain,  transfer,  or  use  any  license, 
shipper’s  export  declaration,  bill  of  lad¬ 
ing,  or  other  export  control  document 
relating  to  any  exportation,  reexporta¬ 
tion,  transshipment,  or  diversion  of  any 
commodity  or  technical  data  exported  or 
to  be  exported  from  the  United  States, 
by,  to,  or  for  any  such  respondent  or 
related  party  denied  export  privileges; 
or  (b)  order,  buy,  receive,  use,  sell,  de¬ 
liver,  store,  dispose  of,  forward,  trans¬ 
port,  finance,  or  otherwise  service  or 
participate  in  any  exportation,  reexpor¬ 
tation,  transshipment,  or  diversion  of 
any  commodity  or  technical  data  ex¬ 
ported  or  to  be  exported  from  the  United 
States. 

VI.  A  copy  of  this  order  shall  be  served 
upon  the  respondent. 

VII.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  382.11(c)  of  the  Export  Regulations, 
the  respondent  may  move  at  any  time 
to  vacate  or  modify  this  temporary  de¬ 
nial  order  by  filing  an  appropriate  mo¬ 
tion  therefor,  supported  by  evidence, 
with  the  Compliance  Commissioner  and 
may  request  an  oral  hearing  thereon 
which,  if  requested,  shall  be  held  before 
the  Compliance  Commissioner  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  at  the  earliest  convenient 
date. 

Dated:  January  8,  1965. 

Forrest  D.  Hockersmith, 

Director, 

Office  of  Export  Control. 
(PR.  Doc.  65-392;  Piled,  Jan.  13,  1965; 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Maritime  Administration 

GULF  &  SOUTH  AMERICAN  STEAM¬ 
SHIP  CO.,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Applications 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Gulf  & 
South  American  Steamship  Co.,  Inc., 
Grace  Line  Inc.,  and  Lykes  Bros.  Steam¬ 
ship  Co.,  Inc.,  have  each  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  for  a  waiver  under  the  provisions  of 
Section  804  of  the  Merchant  Marine  Act, 
1936,  as  amended,  to  permit  an  executive 
of  Gulf  &  South  American  Steamship 
Company,  Howard  C.  Riley,  sole  owner  of 
Talara  Agencies  Co.,  to  act  as  agent  in 
the  port  of  Talara,  Peru.  S.A.,  for  for¬ 
eign-flag  vessels  which  are  competitive 
with  essential  U.S.-flag  services. 

Any  person,  firm  or  corporation  having 
an  interest  in  such  applications  who  de¬ 
sires  to  offer  views  and  comments  thereon 
for  consideration  by  the  Maritime  Ad¬ 
ministrator  should  submit  same  in 
writing,  in  triplicate,  to  the  Secretary, 
Maritime  Administration,  Washington 
25,  D.C.,  by  close  of  business  January  21, 
1965.  The  Maritime  Administrator  will 
consider  these  views  and  comments  and 
take  such  action  with  respect  thereto  as 
he  may  deem  appropriate. 

Dated:  January  11, 1965. 

By  Order  of  the  Maritime  Adminis¬ 
trator. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-464;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 
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FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

INTERNATIONAL  CONVENTION  ON 
DAMAGE  CAUSED  BY  FOREIGN 

AIRCRAFT  ON  THE  SURFACE 

Invitation  for  Comments  on  Proposed 
Convention 

January  5,  1965. 

The  following  notice  has  been  sent  to 
U.S.  airlines,  specialists  in  aviation  law 
and  leading  professors  in  torts,  inter¬ 
national  law,  and  comparative  law. 

There  will  be  a  meeting  of  a  Legal 
Subcommittee  of  the  International  Civil 
Aviation  Organization  (ICAO)  in  Mon¬ 
treal  in  March  1965,  to  consider  the 
question  of  a  possible  revision  of  the 
Convention  on  Damage  Caused  by  For¬ 
eign  Aircraft  to  Third  Persons  on  the 
Surface  (Rome  Convention  of  1952).  A 
copy  of  the  Convention  is  enclosed.1  The 
U.S.  position  for  the  meeting  is  being 
formulated  in  the  Interagency  Group  on 
International  Aviation  (IGIA)2  and  the 
purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  request  views 
on  the  Convention  for  the  use  of  the 
Group. 

The  Rome  Convention,  which  was  de¬ 
veloped  under  the  auspices  of  ICAO, 
generally  makes  operators  of  the  aircraft 


1  Piled  as  part  of  original  document. 

“The  IGIA  Member  Agencies  comprise  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency,  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board,  and  the  Departments  of  State, 
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of  one  Contracting  State  absolutely  liable 
(i.e.,  without  regard  to  fault)  for  dam¬ 
ages  caused  by  their  aircraft  to  persons 
and  property  on  the  surface  of  another 
Contracting  State.  With  a  few  excep¬ 
tions  it  limits  the  liability  of  the  operator 
to  approximately  $33,000  per  person 
killed  or  injured  on  the  surface  and  es¬ 
tablishes  an  overall  limit  for  all  surface 
damage  by  any  one  aircraft  by  a  formula 
based  on  the  weight  of  the  aircraft. 
Under  the  formula  the  total  liability  of 
an  operator  of  the  largest  jet  aircraft  in 
commercial  service  would  be  approxi¬ 
mately  $1,700,000.  The  United  States 
has  not  ratified  the  Convention.  Eight¬ 
een  countries,  including  Canada  and 
Australia,  have  ratified  and  it  is  in  effect 
among  those  countries. 

On  a  number  of  occasions  since  1952, 
ICAO  has  called  the  attention  of  States 
to  the  limited  number  of  ratifications. 
In  1963  the  Representative  of  Mexico  in 
ICAO  proposed  a  reexamination  of  the 
Rome  Convention  with  a  view  to  deter¬ 
mining  what  amendments  would  be  re¬ 
quired  to  make  it  more  generally  accept¬ 
able.  In  January  1964,  ICAO  requested 
the  views  of  Member  States  on  the  Mexi¬ 
can  proposal.  In  its  reply  the  United 
States  supported  the  proposal  to  reopen 
the  subject  and  advised  that,  among 
other  things,  it  had  objections  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  aspects  of  the  Convention: 

1.  The  principle  of  absolute  liability  of 
the  aircraft  operator  regardless  of  fault; 

2.  The  low  limitation  ($33,000)  on  re¬ 
coveries  for  death  or  injury  of  persons  on 
the  surface; 

3.  The  low  overall  limit  under  the 
weight  formula  for  death,  injury,  and 
property  damage  on  the  surface,  par¬ 
ticularly  in  the  case  of  a  large  aircraft; 

4.  The  requirement  in  the  Convention 
that,  absent  agreement  between  parties, 
all  suits  be  brought  in  the  courts  of  the 
country  where  the  damage  occurred;  and 

5.  The  extent  to  which  the  Convention 
requires  that  judgments  be  recognized 
and  executed  by  courts  of  other  States. 

A  large  majority  of  the  45  States  re¬ 
plying  to  the  ICAO  questionnaire  of  Jan¬ 
uary  1964,  also  favored  the  reexamina¬ 
tion  suggested  by  Mexico.  Many  States 
urged  that  it  be  given  a  high  priority 
on  the  ICAO  legal  work  program.  In  ad¬ 
dition  to  the  United  States,  a  few  States, 
including  the  United  Kingdom,  Switzer¬ 
land,  and  Germany,  expressed  interest  in 
an  upward  revision  of  the  limits  of  lia¬ 
bility  in  the  Convention.  The  United 
States  was  the  only  one  expressing  op¬ 
position  in  principle  to  the  concept  of 
absolute  liability  in  the  Convention. 

In  preparing  the  U.S.  reply  to  the  ques¬ 
tionnaire,  it  became  evident  to  the  IGIA 
that  the  Rome  Convention  was  integrally 
related  to  two  other  proposed  Conven¬ 
tions  (on  Aerial  Collisions  and  on  Lia¬ 
bility  of  Air  Traffic  Control  Agencies) 
which  were  also  under  consideration  by 
the  ICAO  Legal  Committee.  In  the  in¬ 
terests  of  both  the  unification  and  sim¬ 
plification  of  international  air  law,  the 
United  States  formally  proposed  during 
the  ICAO  Legal  Committee  meeting  at 
Montreal  in  September  1964,  that  the 
Committee  consider  the  consolidation  of 
the  Rome  Convention  with  the  two  pro¬ 
posed  Conventions  in  an  effort  to  formu¬ 
late  a  single  and  systematic  body  of  air 
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law  covering  both  direct  and  recourse  ac- 
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tions  derived  from  these  three  types  of 
liability.  There  was  little  support  at  the 
meeting  for  the  U.S.  proposal  and  it  was 
placed  on  the  deferred  portion  of  the 
Legal  Committee’s  work  program.  Thus, 
while  it  will  ultimately  be  necessary  to 
consider  the  interrelationship  of  liability 
for  surface  damage  and  aerial  collisions 
and  the  liability  of  air  traffic  control 
agencies  as  aspects  of  a  single  problem, 
ICAO  has  decided,  at  least  for  the  pres¬ 
ent,  to  continue  with  the  three  conven¬ 
tions  as  separate  projects.  ICAO  has 
therefore  scheduled  the  Subcommittee 
Meeting  at  Montreal  in  March  1965,  to 
begin  the  reexamination  of  the  Rome 
Convention. 

The  representatives  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  agencies  involved  in  the  prepara¬ 
tion  of  the  U.S.  position  for  the  Sub¬ 
committee  meeting  are  interested  in  ob¬ 
taining  the  views  of  the  public  as  to  the 
desirability  at  this  time  of  formulating 
new  international  rules  governing  liabil¬ 
ity  for  surface  damage  by  foreign  air¬ 
craft.  There  are  two  basic  questions: 
(1)  Is  a  convention  on  this  subject  de¬ 
sirable:  and  (2)  assuming  that  there  will 
be  a  revision  of  the  present  Rome  Con¬ 
vention,  what  changes,  if  any,  would 
make  it  acceptable?  Particular  atten¬ 
tion  should  be  given  to  the  problems  of 
burden  of  proof  and  limitation  on  re¬ 
covery. 

It  will  also  be  helpful  to  have  comments 
as  to  the  advantages  and  disadvantages 
of  the  following  possible  alternatives  to 
the  present  system  of  liability  in  the 
Rome  Convention.  One  possibility  is  to 
raise  the  limits  of  liability  in  the  Rome 
Convention  while  retaining  the  principle 
of  absolute  liability.  Another  possibility 
is  to  adopt  the  principle  of  the  rebuttable 
presumption  pf  fault  or  shifted  burden 
of  proof  as  contained  in  the  Warsaw 
Convention,  while  increasing  the  present 
limits  of  liability  in  the  Rome  Conven¬ 
tion.  Other  systems  of  liability  will  un¬ 
doubtedly  suggest  themselves  including, 
of  course,  the  normal  U.S.  domestic  con¬ 
cept  of  full  compensation  based  on  fault. 
Suggestions  are  requested  as  to  the 
amount  of  a  limit  of  liability  at  which 
any  alternative  would  be  considered  ac¬ 
ceptable.  It  should  be  noted  that  the 
United  States  was  the  only  country  re¬ 
cently  replying  to  the  ICAO  question¬ 
naire  which  objected  to  the  principle 
of  absolute  liability  and  that  the  United 
States  has  attempted  repeatedly,  both 
prior  to  and  during  the  Rome  Confer¬ 
ence,  to  have  the  rebuttable  presumption 
of  fault  included  in  the  Convention. 
Therefore,  persons  submitting  comments 
should  consider  particularly  if  there  are 
any  changes  which  could  be  made  in  the 
Rome  Convention  within  the  framework 
of  absolute  and  limited  liability  which 
might  tend  to  render  that  Convention 
acceptable  to  the  United  States. 

This  country  intends  to  continue  to 
participate  actively  in  the  legal  work  of 
ICAO  and  to  work  with  other  countries 
through  that  organization  toward  the 
development  of  a  practical  and  fair  sys¬ 
tem  of  liability  for  death  or  injury  to 
passengers  and  persons  on  the  surface. 
We  are,  therefore,  seeking  advice  and 
assistance  in  formulating  the  present 
United  States  position  on  the  re-exami¬ 
nation  of  the  Rome  Convention.  Com¬ 


ments  should  be  submitted  to  the  under¬ 
signed  at  800  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.  not  later  than  Febru¬ 
ary  1, 1965. 

N.  E.  Halaby, 

Chairman,  Interagency  Group  on 
International  Aviation. 

[FH.  Doc.  65-428;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 
8:49  ajn.] 


[OE  Docket  No.  65-SO-2] 

WAPA-TV  BROADCASTING  CORP. 

Determination  of  No  Hazard  to  Air 
Navigation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  cir¬ 
cularized  the  following  proposal  for  aero¬ 
nautical  comment  and  has  conducted  a 
study  (SO-OE-4894)  to  determine  its 
effect  upon  the  safe  and  efficient  utiliza¬ 
tion  of  navigable  airspace. 

WAPA-TV  Broadcasting  Corp.,  San 
Juan,  Puerto  Rico,  proposes  to  construct 
a  guyed  television  antenna  structure  near 
La  Plaza,  Puerto  Rico,  at  latitude  18*- 
06'42"  N.,  longitude  66803'05"  W.  The 
overall  height  of  the  structure  would  be 
4,049  feet  above  mean  sea  level  ( AMSL) , 
1,094  feet  above  ground  level  (AGL) . 

A  similar  proposal  for  a  tower  4,142  feet 
AMSL  (1,187  feet  AGL)  at  the  above  site 
was  considered  in  Aeronautical  Study 
No.  SO-OE-2339.  As  a  result  of  the 
study,  a  determination  of  hazard  was 
issued  in  OE  Docket  No.  63-SO-16  on 
October  16, 1963. 

The  proposed  structure  would  be  lo¬ 
cated  on  Cerro  La  Santa  approximately 
23.5  miles  south  of  the  San  Juan 
VORTAC,  8.6  miles  west  of  the  center- 
line  of  Route  7,  3.4  miles  north  of  the 
centerline  of  Route  4,  2  miles  southwest 
of  the  centerline  of  ICAO  Yankee  Alfa 
Route,  6.5  miles  southwest  of  the  center- 
line  of  an  approved  direct  route  between 
San  Pat  Radio  beacon  (Rbn)  and  the 
Pt.  Tuna  Rbn,  and  8.5  miles  north  of  the 
centerline  of  Route  8.  The  structure  at 
this  location  and  height  would  exceed  the 
standards  for  determining  hazards  to 
air  navigation  as  defined  in  §  77.23(a) 
(1),  (3)  and  (4)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  since  it  would  be  more  than 
500  feet  AGL  at  the  site  of  construction 
and  would  vary  from  two  miles  to  8.6 
miles  from  the  centerline  of  approved 
routes. 

The  aeronautical  study  disclosed  that 
the  structure  would  require  an  increase 
from  3,400  feet  to  4,400  feet  in  the  mini¬ 
mum  en  route  altitude  (MEA)  on  an  ap¬ 
proved  direct  route  from  San  Pat  Rbn  to 
Pt.  Tuna  Rbn,  and  from  4,200  feet  to 
5,000  feet  in  the  minimum  obstruction 
clearance  altitude  (MOCA)  on  Route  4 
between  Pt.  Tuna  and  Midway  Intersec¬ 
tion  and  on  Yankee  Alfa  Route  between 
San  Juan  Rbn  and  Pt.  Tuna  Rbn.  The 
study  further  disclosed  that  the  above 
increases  in  operational  altitudes  would 
have  no  substantial  adverse  effect  upon 
instrument  flight  rule  (IFR)  operations 
since  the  altitudes  normally  used  on 
these  route  segments  are  above  those 
which  would  be  required  by  the  proposed 
structure  and  there  are  no  plans  to  use 
the  minimum  altitudes. 

The  erection  of  the  proposed  structure 
would  also  require  a  minimum  radar  ob¬ 


struction  clearance  altitude  of  5000  feet 
within  a  three-mile  radius  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  structure.  The  study  disclosed 
that  the  increase  in  vectoring  altitude 
within  three  miles  of  the  structure  would 
result  in  some  derogation  to  aeronautical 
operations  and  procedures,  however,  it 
would  not  be  of  substantial  nature  since 
the  critical  cardinal  altitude  of  5000  feet 
would  be  retained. 

The  aeronautical  study  further  dis¬ 
closed  that  existing  Agency  en  route  ob¬ 
struction  clearance  criteria  would  require 
an  increase  from  3100  feet  to  4200  feet 
in  the  MEA  on  Route  7  between  Pt.  Tuna 
and  San  Lorenzo  Intersections  and  from 
4100  feet  to  4300  feet  in  the  MEA  on 
Route  8  between  Ponce  VOR  and  Pt.  Tuna 
Intersection.  The  Agency  has  under 
consideration  new  criteria  which,  if 
adopted,  would  allow  the  construction  of 
this  tower  without  affecting  the  MEA  on 
either  route.  It  is  anticipated  that  the 
new  criteria  will  be  adopted  prior  to  the 
completion  of  the  proposed  tower  since 
there  will  be  a  considerable  time  period 
involved  in  the  actual  construction  of  the 
tower  to  its  ultimate  height.  The 
Agency  will  adjust  the  MEA  on  Routes  7 
and  8  as  required  by  existing  criteria  un¬ 
less  the  new  criteria  comes  into  force 
prior  to  the  construction  of  the  tower. 

The  study  disclosed  that  visual  flight 
rules  (VFR)  traffic  avoid  Cerro  La  Santa. 
The  top  elevations  of  Cerro  La  Santa  are 
usually  obscured  by  clouds  during  the 
daylight  hours  and  pilots  normally  by¬ 
pass  Cerro  La  Santa  to  the  west  follow¬ 
ing  routes  which  cross  the  mountain 
chain  at  lower  elevations  near  Cayey  and 
Aibonito,  and  to  the  east  following  the 
road  from  San  Lorenzo  to  Patillas. 

Based  upon  the  aeronautical  study,  it 
is  the  finding  of  the  Agency  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  structure  would  have  no  substan¬ 
tial  adverse  effect  upon  aeronautical  op¬ 
erations  or  procedures.  Minimum  flight 
altitudes  may  be  raised  if  necessary  based 
on  criteria  in  use  at  time  of  construction. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator 
(8  77.37),  it  is  found  that  the  proposed 
structure  would  have  no  substantial  ad¬ 
verse  effect  upon  the  safe  and  efficient 
utilization  of  navigable  airspace  and  it 
is  hereby  determined  that  the  proposed 
structure  would  not  be  a  hazard  to  air 
navigation  provided  that  it  is  obstruction 
marked  and  lighted  in  accordance  with 
Agency  standards. 

This  determination  is  effective  and  will 
become  final  30  days  after  the  date  of 
issuance  unless  an  appeal  is  filed  under 
§  77.39  (27  F.R.  10352).  If  the  appeal 
is  denied,  the  determination  will  then 
become  final  as  of  the  date  of  the  denial 
or  30  days  after  the  issuance  of  the  de¬ 
termination,  whichever  is  later.  Unless 
otherwise  revised  or  terminated,  a  final 
determination  hereunder  will  expire  18 
months  after  its  effective  date  or  upon 
earlier  abandonment  of  the  construction 
proposal (8  77.41), 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  5, 1965. 

George  R.  Borsari, 

Chief, 

Obstruction  Evaluation  Branch. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-390;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.j 
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Thursday ,  January  14,  1965 

[OE  Docket  No.  64-SO-18] 

TENNESSEE  STATE  BOARD  OF 
EDUCATION 

Order  Entering  Final  Determination 

of  No  Hazard  to  Air  Navigation 

The  Agency’s  Obstruction  Evaluation 
Branch  pursuant  to  §  77.37  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Regulations,  issued  a  de¬ 
termination  on  September  29,  1964,  that 
an  antenna  structure  proposed  by  the 
Tennessee  State  Board  of  Education  at 
latitude  36°22'52"  N.,  longitude  83°10'- 
48”  W.,  at  an  overall  height  of  3298.68 
feet  above  mean  sea  level  (AMSL) , 
(618.68  feet  above  ground  level  (AGL) ) 
would  be  a  hazard  to  air  navigation  (29 
F.R.  13843). 

The  Tennessee  State  Department  of 
Education  timely  submitted  a  petition 
for  a  public  hearing  in  appeal  of  this  de¬ 
termination  pursuant  to  §  77.39  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations.  Notice  of 
this  appeal  was  issued  in  Washington  by 
the  Agency  on  October  30,  1964  (29  F.R. 
15053). 

On  November  9,  1964,  the  Acting  Ad¬ 
ministrator  of  the  Agency  granted  the 
appeal.  Following  coordination  with  all 
interested  parties,  a  public  hearing  was 
appointed  for  January  12, 1965,  in  Nash¬ 
ville,  Term. 

On  December  11,  1964,  an  informal 
conference  of  interested  parties  was  held 
in  Nashville,  Tenn.,  to  discuss  this 
matter.  As  a  result  of  this  conference, 
the  Tennessee  State  Board  of  Education 
advised  it  would  request  consideration  of 
a  structure  at  the  proposed  site  at  a 
reduced  height  of  3178  feet  AMSL  (499 
feet  AGL).  Aeronautical  interests  at 
this  conference  advised  that  they  would 
not  object  to  the  proposed  structure  at 
the  reduced  height. 

On  December  15, 1964,  a  formal  request 
for  consideration  of  a  structure  at  the 
site  specified  above  at  a  reduced  height 
of  3178  feet  AMSL  (499  feet  AGL)  was 
received  by  the  Agency  from  the  Tennes¬ 
see  State  Board  of  Education. 

In  review  of  this  case,  all  known  inter¬ 
ested  persons  were  offered  an  opportunity 
to  comment  on  the  structure  as  originally 
proposed  (618.63  feet  AGL)  by  Notice 
issued  on  June  22,  1964,  under  Study  No. 
SO-OE-4529  by  the  Agency’s  Southern 
Regional  Office.  Objections  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  structure  were  then  entered  by  the 
Agency,  Air  Transport  Association  of 
America  (ATA) ,  Aircraft  Owners  and 
Pilots  Association  (AOPA) ,  and  the  Ten¬ 
nessee  Aeronautics  Commission. 

Based  upon  the  aeronautical  study,  the 
Agency  does  not  object  to  the  erection 
of  the  proposed  structure  at  the  proposed 
site  at  a  height  which  does  not  exceed 
499  feet  AGL.  The  ATA  has  submitted 
a  formal  withdrawal  of  its  original  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  proposed  structure.  The 
AOPA  has  submitted  a  formal  with¬ 
drawal  of  its  objection  to  the  original 
proposal  provided  that  the  proposed 
structure  would  not  exceed  500  feet  AGL. 
The  Tennessee  Aeronautics  Commission 
has  submitted  a  formal  withdrawal  of 
its  objection  to  the  original  proposal  pro¬ 
vided  that  the  height  of  the  proposed 
structure  would  not  exceed  499  feet  AGL. 


In  view  of  these  developments,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  §  77.71(a),  FAR,  there  is  no  need 
to  convene  a  public  hearing  in  this  mat¬ 
ter  since  sufficient  evidence  is  on  record 
in  association  with  the  aeronautical 
study  already  conducted  in  this  case  to 
permit  an  appropriate  determination  to 
be  made  at  this  time. 

Based  upon  the  aeronautical  study,  the 
proposed  structure  at  a  height  of  3178 
feet  AMSL  (499  feet  AGL)  would  require 
an  increase  from  4000  feet  to  4200  feet  in 
the  minimum  en  route  altitude  on  VOR 
Federal  airway  No.  16N  from  the  Yuma 
(Virginia)  Intersection  to  the  Tampa 
(Tennessee)  Intersection.  This  in¬ 
crease  will  result  in  the  loss  of  the  car¬ 
dinal  altitude  of  4000  feet.  The  ATA 
has  reported  that,  upon  reevaluation  of 
this  loss,  it  is  a  minor  penalty  which  can 
be  satisfied  by  the  application  of  DME 
Techniques.  In  addition,  the  Agency 
has  initiated  action  which  will  eventually 
result  in  the  loss  of  this  cardinal  altitude 
upon  the  implementation  of  CAR  60.21/ 
29  on  this  segment  of  airway.  There¬ 
fore,  the  proposed  structure,  at  the  re¬ 
duced  height,  would  have  no  substantial 
adverse  effect  upon  instrument  flight 
rule  operations. 

The  study  further  disclosed  that  air¬ 
craft  operating  in  accordance  with  visual 
flight  rules  in  the  proximity  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  structure  would  normally  operate 
at  an  altitude  of  at  least  500  feet  AGL. 
Therefore,  the  proposed  structure,  at  the 
reduced  height,  would  have  no  substan¬ 
tial  adverse  effect  upon  visual  flight  rule 
operations. 

Finding.  The  proposed  structure  by 
the  Tennessee  State  Board  of  Education, 
at  the  proposed  site,  at  a  height  not  to 
exceed  499  feet  AGL  would  have  no  sub¬ 
stantial  adverse  effect  upon  the  safe  and 
efficient  utilization  of  the  navigable  air¬ 
space  by  aircraft. 

It  is  hereby  ordered,  That  a  final  de¬ 
termination  of  no  hazard  to  air  naviga¬ 
tion  be  and  is  hereby  entered  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  §  77.77  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  with  respect  to  the  proposal 
by  the  Tennessee  State  Board  of  Educa¬ 
tion,  Nashville,  Tenn.,  to  construct  a 
television  antenna  structure  near 
Rogersville,  Tenn.,  at  latitude  36°22'52” 
N.,  longitude  83T0'48”  W.,  at  an  overall 
height  of  3178  feet  AMSL  (499  feet  AGL) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Jan¬ 
uary  5, 1965. 

N.  E.  Halaby, 
Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-391;  FUed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:46  a.m.j 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[FCC  65-13] 

STANDARD  BROADCAST  APPLICA¬ 
TIONS  READY  AND  AVAILABLE 
FOR  PROCESSING 

January  7, 1965. 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
§  1.571(c)  of  the  Commission  rules,  that 
on  February  16,  1965,  the  standard 
broadcast  applications  listed  in  the  Ap¬ 
pendix  below  will  be  considered  as  ready 


and  available  for  processing.  Pursuant 
to  §  1.227(b)(l)  and  5  1.591(b)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  an  application,  in 
order  to  be  considered  with  any  appli¬ 
cation  appearing  on  the  attached  list  or 
with  any  other  application  on  file  by  the 
close  of  business  on  February  15,  1965, 
which  involves  a  conflict  necessitating 
a  hearing  with  an  application  on  this  list, 
must  be  substantially  complete  and 
tendered  for  filing  at  the  offices  of  the 
Commission  in  Washington,  D.C.,  by 
whichever  date  is  earlier:  (a)  The  close 
of  business  on  February  15,  1965,  or  (b) 
the  earlier  effective  cut-off  date  which  a 
listed  application  or  any  other  conflict¬ 
ing  application  may  have  by  virtue  of 
conflicts  necessitating  a  hearing  with 
applications  appearing  on  previous  lists. 

The  attention  of  any  party  in  interest 
desiring  to  file  pleadings  concerning  any 
pending  standard  broadcast  application 
pursuant  to  section  309(d)  (1)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  is  directed  to  5  1.580(i)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  rules  for  provisions  governing 
the  time  of  filing  and  other  requirements 
relating  to  such  pleadings. 

Adopted:  January  6,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

Appendix 

Applications  From  the  Top  of  the  Processing 
Line 


BP-16303 

BP-16324 

BP-16325 

BP-16328 

BP-16329 

BP-16333 

BP-16345 

BP-16347 

BP- 16348 

BP- 16349 

BP-16352 

BP-16353 


New,  Coeur  d’Alene,  Idaho. 

Gerald  W.  Dunn. 

Req:  1480  kc,  1  kw,  D. 

New,  Holly  Springs,  Miss. 

Skyline  Broadcasting  Co. 

Req:  1500  kc,  250  w,  D. 

WWDS,  Everett,  Pa. 

Dennis  A.  Sleighter  and  Willard 
D.  Sleighter. 

Has:  1050  kc,  250  w,  D. 

Req:  1110  kc,  5  kw,  1  kw  (CH),  D. 
WMNC,  Morgan  ton,  N.C. 

Nathan  J.  Cooper. 

Has:  1430  kc,  5  kw,  D. 

Req:  1430  kc,  1  kw,  5  kw-LS,  DA- 
N,  U. 

New,  Jacksonville,  N.C. 

L  &  S  Broadcasting  Co. 

Req:  1070  kc,  1  kw,  D. 

WPFE,  Eastman,  Ga. 

Famell  O’Quinn. 

Has:  1580  kc,  500  w,  D. 

Req:  710  kc,  1  kw,  D. 

KFMO,  Flat  River,  Mo. 

Lead  Belt  Broadcasting  Co. 

Has:  1240  kc,  250  w,  U. 

Req:  1240  kc,  250  w,  1  kw-LS,  TJ. 
New,  Edna,  Tex. 

Cosmopolitan  Enterprises.  Inc. 
Req:  1130  kc,  10  kw,  DA,  D. 

WCLW,  Mansfield,  Ohio. 

Mansfield  Broadcasting  Co. 

Has:  1570  kc,  1  kw,  DA,  D. 

Req :  1140  kc,  500  w,  DA,  D. 

KWIC,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 
Sugarhouse  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc. 
Has:  1570  kc,  500  W,  D. 

Req:  1550  kc,  10  kw,  D. 

KALL,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

Salt  Lake  City  Broadcasting  Co. 
Has:  910  kc,  1  kw,  5  kw-LS,  DA-2, 
U. 

Req:  910  kc,  1  kw,  5  kw-LS,  DA-N, 
U. 

New,  McCall,  Idaho. 

VaUey  County  Broadcasting. 
Req:  1240  kc,  250  w,  500  w-LS, 
U. 
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BP-16356  WNSM,  Valparaiso-Niceville,  Fla. 
Okaloosa  Broadcasting  Co. 

Has:  1340  kc,  250  w,  U. 

Req:  1340  kc,  250  w,  1  kw-LS,  U. 
BMP-11408  KDAY,  Santa  Monica,  Calif. 

Continental  Broadcasting  of 
Calif.,  Inc. 

Has  Lie:  1580  kc,  50  kw,  DA,  D. 

Has  CP:  1580  kc,  10  kw,  50  kw-LS, 
DA-2,  U. 

Req:  1580  kc,  50  kw,  DA-2,  U. 
BP-16358  WBIP,  Bonneville,  Miss. 

Booneville  Broadcasting  Co. 

Has:  1400  kc,  250  w,  S.H. 

Req:  1400  kc,  250  w,  1  kw-LS, 
S.H. 

BP-16360  New,  Franklinton,  La. 

Parish  Broadcasting  Co. 

Req:  1110  kc,  1  kw,  D. 

BP-16361  WAFS,  Amsterdam,  N.Y. 

Tele-Measurements,  Inc. 

Has:  1570  kc,  1  kw,  DA-D. 

Req:  1570  kc,  1  kw,  D. 

BP-16362  New,  Macon,  Mo. 

KLTM  Radio  Inc. 

Req:  1560  kc,  250  w.  D. 

BP-16363  New,  Sumner,  Wash. 

Puyallup  Valley  Broadcasting  Co., 
Inc. 

Req:  1560  kc,  250  w,  D. 

BP-16364  New,  Albuquerque,  N.  Mex. 

Frank  Donald  Hall. 

Req:  1000  kc,  10  kw,  D. 

BP-16365  WPMF,  Brevard,  N.C. 

Pisgah  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc. 

Has:  1240  kc,  250  w,  U. 

Req:  1240  kc,  250  w,  1  kw-LS,  U. 
BP-16367  New,  Tazewell,  Va. 

Garland  A.  Hess,  William  H. 

Bowen  and  Fred  Cox. 

Req :  1470  kc,  1  kw,  D. 

BP-16372  New,  Eupora,  Miss. 

Webster  County  Broadcasting  Co. 
Req:  1000  kc,  1  kw,  D. 

BP-16373  WSGB,  Sutton,  W.  Va. 

Braxton  Broadcasting  Co. 

Has:  1490  kc,  250  w,  U. 

Req:  1490  kc,  250  w,  1  kw-LS,  U. 
BP-16375  WSNE,  Cumming,  Ga. 

Sawnee  Broadcasting  Co. 

Has:  1410  kc,  1  kw,  DA,  D. 

Req:  1130  kc,  1  kw,  D. 

BP-16376  New,  East  Prairie,  Mo. 

Raymond  Lewis. 

Req:  1080  kc,  250  w,  D. 

BP-16377  KSPO,  Spokane,  Wash. 

D.  Gene  Williams. 

Has:  1230  kc,  250  w.U. 

Req:  1230  kc,  250  w,  1  kw-LS,  U. 
BP-16378  KATA,  Areata,  Calif. 

Vern  Emmerson. 

Has:  1340  kc,  250  W,  U. 

Req:  1340  kc,  250  w,  1  kw-LS,  U. 
BP-16381  KVET,  Austin,  Tex. 

Austin  Broadcasting  Co. 

Has:  1300  kc,  1  kw,  DA-N,  U. 

Req:  1300  kc,  1  kw,  5  kw-LS, 
DA-2,  U. 

BP-16383  KCYL,  Lampasas,  Tex. 

Lampasas  Broadcasting  Corp. 

Has:  1450  kc,  250  w,  U. 

Req:  1450  kc,  250  w,  1  kw-LS.  U. 
BP-16385  KTKN,  Ketchikan,  Alaska. 

Midnight  Sun  Broadcasters,  Inc. 
Has :  930  kc,  1  kw,  U. 

Req:  930  kc,  1  kw,  5  kw-LS,  U. 
BP-16386  WSJC,  Magee,  Miss. 

Southeast  Mississippi  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Co. 

Has:  790  kc,  1  kw,  DA-D. 

Req:  810  kc,  250  w,  50  kw-LS, 
DA-2,  U. 

BP-16404  New,  Sullivan,  Mo. 

Meramec  Valley  Broadcasting  Co. 
Req:  1660  w.  Day. 

BP-16408  WTTA,  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico. 
Electronic  Enterprises,  Inc. 

Has:  1140  kc,  500  w,U. 

Req:  1140  kc,  10  kw,  DA-1,  U. 


NOTICES 

BP-16431  New,  Quincy,  Fla. 

D  and  F  Broadcasting  Co. 

Req:  1000  kc,  1  kw,  Day. 

BP-16468  New,  Collierville,  Tenn. 

Paul  Piper  Broadcasting  Co. 

Req:  1110  kc,  1  kw,  D. 

Application  Deleted  From  Public  Notice  of 
December  13,  1963  (FCC  63-1142)  (28  F.R. 
13803) 

BP-15392  WITA,  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico. 
Electronic  Enterprises,  Inc. 

Has:  1140  kc,  500  w,  U. 

Req:  1140  kc,  500  w,  10  kw-LS,  TJ. 

(Assigned  new  File  Number  BP-16408.) 

Application  Deleted  From  Public  Notice  of 
March  11,  1963  (FCC  63-238)  (28  F.R. 

2465) 

BP-15508  New,  Quincy,  Fla. 

D  and  F  Broadcasting  Co. 

Req:  1090  kc,  1  kw,  D. 

(Assigned  new  File  Number  BP-16431.) 

Application  Deleted  From  Public  Notice  of 
August  6,  1964  (FCC  64-744)  (29  Fit. 

11504) 

BP-16169  KDHI,  Twenty  Nine  Palms,  Calif. 
Hi -Desert  Broadcasting  Corp. 

Has:  1250  kc,  1  kw,  Day,  Class  HI. 
Req:  1110  kc,  10  kw,  DA-N,  Class 
H-A. 

(Assigned  new  File  Number  BP-16503.) 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-425;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  12604  etc.;  FCC  65M-21] 

BLUE  ISLAND  COMMUNITY 
BROADCASTING  CO.  ET  AL. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Blue  Island  Com¬ 
munity  Broadcasting  Co.  Inc.,  Blue  Is¬ 
land,  Ill.,  Docket  No.  12604,  File  No.  BPH- 
2458;  Elmwood  Park  Broadcasting  Corp., 
Elmwood  Park,  Ill.,  Docket  No.  13294, 
File  No.  BPH-2636,  for  construction  per¬ 
mits;  Mrs.  Evelyn  R.  Chauvin  Schoon- 
field  (WXFM) ,  Elmwood  Park,  Ill., 
Docket  No.  13296,  File  No.  BRH-179,  for 
renewal  of  license. 

Pending  action  on  the  “Joint  Request 
for  Approval  of  Agreement”  filed  by  the 
applicants  on  December  18,  1964,  and 
directed  to  the  Review  Board:  It  is  or¬ 
dered,  This  6th  day  of  January  1965,  on 
the  Hearing  Examiner’s  own  motion,  that 
the  heretofore  scheduled  date  of  January 
11, 1965,  for  commencement  of  the  hear¬ 
ing  after  remand  is  postponed  to  a  later 
date  to  be  fixed  by  further  order  of  the 
Examiner. 

Released:  January  7, 1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-421;  FUed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.j 


[Docket  No.  15641] 

INTERNATIONAL  PANORAMA  TV, 
INC. 

Notice  of  Place  of  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  International  Pano¬ 
rama  TV,  Inc.,  Fontana,  Calif.,  Docket 


No.  15641,  File  No.  BPCT-3181;  for  con¬ 
struction  permit  for  new  television 
broadcast  station  (Channel  40). 

The  hearing  on  the  above-entitled 
matter  presently  scheduled  for  Monday 
January  25,  1965,  will  be  held  at  10:00 
a.m.  in  Room  1752  in  the  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  312  North  Spring  Street,  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif. 

Dated:  January  7, 1965. 

Released:  January  7, 1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-422;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.j 

[Docket  Nos.  14878,  14879;  FCC  65M-24] 

PRATTVILLE  BROADCASTING  CO. 
AND  BILLY  WALKER 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Ned  N.  Butler 
and  Claude  M.  Gray,  d/b  as  The  Pratt¬ 
ville  Broadcasting  Co.,  Prattville,  Ala., 
Docket  No.  14878,  File  No.  BP-14571; 
Billy  Walker,  Prattville,  Ala.,  Docket  No. 
14879,  File  No.  BP-14729;  for  construc¬ 
tion  permits.  ‘ 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  (1)  a  petition  filed  De¬ 
cember  24,  1964,  on  behalf  of  the  Chief, 
Broadcast  Bureau  requesting  postpone¬ 
ment  of  the  date  of  the  evidentiary 
hearing  now  scheduled  to  be  held  on 
January  13.  1965,  in  Prattville,  Ala.; 
and  (2)  a  response  to  the  Bureau’s  pe¬ 
tition  filed  by  The  Prattville  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Co.  on  January  4,  1965;  and 
It  appearing  that  the  reason  for  the 
requested  continuance  is  the  fact  that 
there  is  presently  pending  before  the 
Commission’s  Review  Board  a  petition 
seeking  further  enlargement  of  the 
issues  in  the  above-entitled  proceeding; 
and 

It  further  appearing  that  the  orderly 
administration  of  the  Commission’s 
business  requires  that,  where  possible, 
all  matters  to  be  resolved  at  an  eviden¬ 
tiary  hearing  be  resolved  at  the  same 
time,  and  good  cause  for  granting  the 
petition  having  been  shown;  ^ 

It  is  ordered,  This  the  6th  day  of  Jan¬ 
uary  1965,  that  the  petition  of  the 
Broadcast  Bureau  to  postpone  hearing 
date  is  granted,  and  the  evidentiary  hear¬ 
ing  now  scheduled  to  be  held  on  January 
13,  1965,  in  Prattville,  Ala.,  is  continued 
to  Tuesday,  February  16,  1965,  at  Pratt¬ 
ville,  Ala. 

Released:  January  7,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-423;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 
8:48  a.m.j 
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[Docket  Nos.  15778.  15779;  FCC  65-12] 

PRINCESS  ANNE  BROADCASTING 
CORP.  AND  SOUTH  NORFOLK 
BROADCASTING  CO. 

Order  Designating  Applications  for 
Consolidated  Hearing  on  Stated 
Issues 

In  re  applications  of  Princess  Anne 
Broadcasting  Corp.,  Virginia  Beach,  Va., 
Docket  No.  15778,  Pile  No.  BP-15058, 
Requests:  1600  kc,  1  kw,  DA-D,  Day, 
Class  m;  Harold  H.  Hersch,  Samuel  J. 
Cole,  L.  W.  Gregory,  and  William  L. 
Forbes,  d/b  as  South  Norfolk  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.,  Chesapeake,  Va.,  Docket  No. 
15779,  Pile  No.  BP-15818,  Requests:  1600 
kc,  1  kw.  Day,  Class  m;  for  construction 
permits. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  6th  day  of 
January  1965; 

The  Commission  having  under  consid¬ 
eration  the  above-captioned  and  de¬ 
scribed  applications; 

It  appearing,  that,  except  as  indicated 
by  the  issues  specified  below,  each  of  the 
applicants  is  legally,  technically,  and 
otherwise  qualified  to  construct,  own  and 
operate  as  proposed,  that  the  South 
Norfolk  Broadcasting  Co.  is  financially 
qualified  but  that  for  the  reasons  here¬ 
inafter  indicated  it  cannot  be  determined 
if  the  Princess  Anne  Broadcasting  Corp. 
is  financially  qualified;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  matters  are  to  be  considered  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  aforementioned  issues 
specified  below: 

1.  The  applications  are  mutually  ex¬ 
clusive. 

2.  A  question  exists  as  to  the  financial 
qualifications  of  Princess  Anne  Broad¬ 
casting  Corp.  (“Princess  Anne”)  in  that 
it  cannot  be  determined,  from  an  exami¬ 
nation  of  the  balance  sheet  of  C.  Rogers 
Malbon  (president,  board  member,  and 
33%  percent  stock  subscriber  in  the  cor¬ 
poration),  how  he  proposes  to  meet  his 
commitment  to  purchase  $6,666  worth 
of  capital  stock  and  loan  the  corpora¬ 
tion  $5,000.  The  balance  sheet  indi¬ 
cates  that  his  current  liabilities  exceed 
his  current  assets.  Although  Malbon’s 
balance  sheet  indicates  that  he  has  fixed 
assets  of  considerable  value,  it  has  not 
been  indicated  that  they  are  to  be  used 
as  collateral. 

3.  A  question  exists  as  to  whether  the 
site  proposed  by  Harold  H.  Hersch  et  al., 
doing  business  as  South  Norfolk  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.  (“South  Norfolk”)  is  satis¬ 
factory,  in  that  the  site  photographs 
submitted  by  South  Norfolk  do  not  show 
all  of  the  area  within  the  proposed  1 
v/m  contour  and  part  of  the  area  shown 
is  not  clearly  photographed. 

It  further  appearing,  that  on  March  11, 
1963,  South  Norfolk  filed  a  “petition  for 
reconsideration”  of  the  Commission’s  ac¬ 
tion  on  February  13,  1963,  dismissing 
South  Norfolk’s  application  for  non- 
compliance  with  the  Commission’s  “par¬ 
tial  AM  freeze”;  and  that  the  petition 
was  rendered  moot  by  the  Commission’s 
subsequent  action  on  May  13,  1964,  ac¬ 
cepting  the  South  Norfolk  application 
No.  9 - * 


for  filing 1  to  permit  its  designation  for 
hearing,  together  with  the  above -cap¬ 
tioned  Princess  Anne  application,  in  a 
comparative  proceeding;  and 
It  further  appearing,  that,  the  antenna 
site  proposed  by  Princess  Anne  Broad¬ 
casting  Corp.  is  located  approximately 
0.92  mile  from  the  antenna  site  of  Sta¬ 
tion  WKVK,  Virginia  Beach,  Va.  (1550 
kc,  5  kw.  Day) ;  that  relatively  high  field 
strengths  would  obtain  at  the  site  of  each 
operation;  and  that,  in  view  of  the  fore¬ 
going,  it  will  be  ordered  herein  that,  in 
the  event  of  a  grant  of  the  Princess 
Anne  application,  the  construction  per¬ 
mit  shall  be  appropriately  conditioned 
to  eliminate  any  resultant  adverse 
effects. 

It  further  appearing,  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  Commission  is  unable 
to  make  the  statutory  finding  that  a 
grant  of  the  subject  applications  would 
serve  the  public  interest,  convenience, 
and  necessity,  and  is  of  the  opinion  that 
the  applications  must  be  designated  for 
hearing  in  a  consolidated  proceeding  on 
the  issues  set  forth  below: 

It  is  ordered,  That,  pursuant  to  Section 
309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  the  applications  are 
designated  for  hearing  in  a  consolidated 
proceeding,  at  a  time  and  place  to  specify 
in  a  subsequent  Order,  upon  the  follow¬ 
ing  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  would  receive  primary 
service  from  each  of  the  proposals  and 
the  availability  of  other  primary  serv¬ 
ice  to  such  areas  and  populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  the  trans¬ 
mitter  site  proposed  by  South  Norfolk 
is  satisfactory  with  particular  regard  to 
any  conditions  that  may  exist  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  antenna  system  which 
would  distort  the  proposed  antenna  radi¬ 
ation  pattern. 

3.  To  determine  whether  Princess 
Anne  is  financially  qualified  to  construct 
and  operate  its  proposed  station. 

4.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  Sec¬ 
tion  307(b)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  which  of  the  pro¬ 
posals  would  better  provide  a  fair,  ef¬ 
ficient  and  equitable  distribution  of  radio 
service. 

5.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues  which,  if  either,  of  the  ap¬ 
plications  should  be  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  in  the  event 
of  a  grant  of  either  application,  the  con¬ 
struction  permit  shall  contain  the  fol¬ 
lowing  conditions: 

Pending  a  final  decision  in  Docket  No. 
14419  with  respect  to  pre-sunrise  operation 
with  daytime  facilities,  the  present  provisions 
of  Section  73.87  of  the  Commission’s  Rules 
are  not  extended  to  this  authorization,  and 
such  operation  is  precluded. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  in  the  event 
of  a  grant  of  the  Princess  Anne  applica¬ 
tion,  the  construction  permit  shall  also 
contain  the  following  conditions: 

Painting  and  lighting  of  the  proposed  an¬ 
tenna  system  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
paragraphs  1,  2,  and  22  of  FCC  Form  715. 


1  Pursuant  to  the  decision  of  the  United 
States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  Circuit  In  the  case  of  Kessler  v. 
F.C.C.,  1  RR  2d  2061  (1963). 


The  permittee  shall  Install  a  properly  de¬ 
signed  phase  monitor  In  the  transmitter 
room  as  a  means  of  continuously  and  cor¬ 
rectly  Indicating  the  amplitude  and  phase 
of  currents  In  the  several  elements  of  the 
directional  antenna  system. 

Field  measuring  equipment  shall  be  avail¬ 
able  at  all  times  and,  after  commencement 
of  operation,  the  field  Intensity  at  each  of 
the  monitoring  points  shall  be  measured  at 
least  once  every  seven  days  and  an  appro¬ 
priate  record  kept  of  all  measurements  so 
made. 

A  complete  nondirectional  proof  of  per¬ 
formance,  in  addition  to  the  required  proof 
on  the  directional  antenna  system,  shall  be 
submitted  before  program  tests  are  author¬ 
ized. 

Permittee  shall  assume  responsibility  for 
the  elimination  of  interference  due  to  exter¬ 
nal  cross-modulation  and  for  the  lnstaUa- 
tion  and  adj'istment  of  filter  circuits  or 
other  equipment  in  the  antenna  systems  of 
the  proposed  operation  and  of  Station 
WKVK,  or  any  other  stations  which  may 
be  necessary,  to  prevent  adverse  effects  due 
to  internal  cross-modulation  and  reradia- 
tlon;  and,  prior  to  the  erection  of  the  an¬ 
tenna  towers  and  subsequent  thereto,  suf¬ 
ficient  field  intensity  measurements  shall  be 
made  on  WKVK  to  establish  that  the  WKVK 
radiation  pattern  has  not  been  adversely  af¬ 
fected  due  to  reradiation.  In  addition,  field 
observations  shall  be  made  to  determine 
whether  spurious  emissions  exist,  and  any 
objectionable  interference  problems  result¬ 
ing  therefrom  shall  be  eliminated. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicants  herein,  pursuant 
to  §  1.22-1  (c)  of  the  Commission  rules, 
in  person  or  by  attorney,  shall,  within 
20  days  of  the  mailing  of  this  Order,  file 
with  the  Commission  in  triplicate,  a  writ¬ 
ten  appearance  stating  an  intention  to 
appear  on  the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing 
and  present  evidence  on  the  issues  speci¬ 
fied  in  this  Order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  appli¬ 
cants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)  (2)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §1.594  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the  hearing, 
either  individually  or,  if  feasible  and 
consistent  with  the  rules,  jointly,  within 
the  time  and  in  the  manner  prescribed 
in  such  rule,  and  shall  advise  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  the  publication  of  such  notice 
as  required  by  §  1.594(g)  of  the  rules. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  the  issues 
in  the  above-captioned  proceeding  may 
be  enlarged  by  the  Examiner,  on  his  own 
motion  or  on  petition  properly  filed  by  a 
party  to  the  proceeding,  and  upon  suffi¬ 
cient  allegations  of  fact  in  support  there¬ 
of,  by  the  addition  of  the  following  issue: 

To  determine  whether  the  funds  available 
to  the  South  Norfolk  Broadcasting  Co.  will 
give  reasonable  assurance  that  the  proposals 
set  forth  In  the  application  wUl  be  effec¬ 
tuated. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  “Peti¬ 
tion  for  Reconsideration”  filed  March  11, 
1963,  by  South  Norfolk  is  hereby  dis¬ 
missed  as  moot. 

Released:  January 8, 1965. 

Federal  Communications 

Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-424;  Filed,  Jan.  13.  1965; 

8:48  a.m.] 
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[Docket  Nos.  15780,  15781;  FCC  65-17] 

TELEVISION  SAN  FRANCISCO  AND 
JALL  BROADCASTING  CO.,  INC. 

Order  Designating  Applications  for 

Consolidated  Hearing  on  Stated 

Issues 

In  re  applications  of:  Lillian  Lincoln 
Banta  and  Deane  Devere  Banta,  doing 
business  as  Television  San  Francisco, 
San  Francisco,  Calif.,  Docket  No.  15780, 
File  No.  BPCT-3303;  Jail  Broadcasting 
Co.,  Inc.,  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  Docket 
No.  15781,  File  No.  BPCT-3425;  for  con¬ 
struction  permit  for  new  television 
broadcast  station. 

At  a  session  of  the  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  held  at  its  offices  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  6th  day  of  Jan¬ 
uary  1965; 

The  Commission,  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  above-captioned  applica¬ 
tions,  each  requesting  a  construction 
permit  for  a  new  television  broadcast 
station  to  operate  on  Channel  26,  San 
Francisco,  Calif. ;  and 

It  appearing,  that  the  above-captioned 
applications  are  mutually  exclusive  in 
that  operation  by  the  applicants  as  pro¬ 
posed  would  result  in  mutually  destruc¬ 
tive  interference;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  matter  is  to  be  considered  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  issues  specified  below; 

Based  on  information  contained  in  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  Jail  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  cash 
of  approximately  $236,000  will  be  required 
for  the  construction  and -Initial  operation  of 
the  proposed  station.  To  meet  these  cash 
requirements,  the  applicant  appears  to  rely 
upon  the  avaUability  of  existing  capital  of 
$10,000,  new  capital  of  $90,000  to  be  realized 
from  stock  subscriptions,  and  a  loan  of  $200,- 
000  from  Commonwealth  National  Bank.  Of 
the  subscribers,  however,  only  Mr.  Irving  A1 
Lapin  has  shown  the  availabUlty  of  current 
and  liquid  assets  in  excess  of  current  liabili¬ 
ties  in  sufficient  amount  to  meet  his  commit¬ 
ments.  The  letter  from  the  bank  Indicates 
that  it  is  “organising”  and  is  apparently  not 
an  organized,  existing  banking  institution. 
In  the  absence  of  assurances  that  the  bank  is 
lawfully  empowered  to  commit  funds  and  to 
exercise  the  prerogatives  of  a  fully  organized 
banking  institution,  the  letter  from  the  bank 
is  not  acceptable  as  a  showing  of  the  avall- 
abUity  of  funds.  Moreover,  the  letter  is  con¬ 
ditioned  upon  verification  of  credit  and  the 
furnishing  of  personal  guarantees  by  ap¬ 
plicant’s  principals.  No  showing  has  been 
made  that  either  condition  has  been  met. 
Applicant  further  states  that  if  sufficient 
funds  are  not  otherwise  available,  Messrs. 
A1  Lapin,  Jr.,  Jerome  M.  Lapin,  and  Irving 
A1  Lapin,  three  of  the  subscribers  of  the  ap¬ 
plicant  corporation,  will  lend  such  funds  as 
may  be  required,  but,  as  hereinbefore  men¬ 
tioned,  only  Mr.  Irving  A1  Lapin  has  shown 
the  availability  of  current  and  liquid  assets 
in  excess  of  current  liabilities  to  meet  present 
commitments.  None  of  these  persons  has 
shown  the  availability  of  sufficient  funds  to 
meet  additional  substantial  commitments. 
Finally,  the  application  Indicates  that 
Crocker  Land  Company’s  commitment  to 
enter  into  negotiations  for  lease  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  transmitter  site  will  expire  automati¬ 
cally  on  January  1,  1965.  It  cannot  be  deter¬ 
mined,  therefore,  that  the  applicant  is 
financially  qualified.  The  foregoing  is  based 
upon  the  financial  showing  made  in  this 
application  without  regard  to  such  other 
financial  commitments  as  the  principals  of 
the  applicant  may  have  in  connection  with 


the  applications  (BPCT-3455)  of  Marbro 
Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  and  (BPCT-3471) 
Monte  Mar  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  for  con¬ 
struction  permits  for  new  television  broad¬ 
cast  stations. 

It  further  appearing,  that  Television 
San  Francisco  is  legally,  financially, 
technically  and  otherwise  qualified  to 
construct,  own  and  operate  the  proposed 
television  broadcast  station;  and,  except 
as  indicated  above,  Jail  Broadcasting  Co., 
Inc.,  is  legally,  technically  and  otherwise 
qualified  to  construct,  own  and  operate 
the  proposed  television  broadcast  sta¬ 
tion;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  upon  due 
consideration  of  the  above-captioned  ap¬ 
plications,  the  Commission  finds  that, 
pursuant  to  section  309(e)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  a 
hearing  is  necessary  and  that  the  said 
applications  must  be  designated  for  hear¬ 
ing  in  a  consolidated  proceeding  on  the 
issues  set  forth  below: 

It  is  ordered,  That,  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  309(e)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  the  above-captioned 
applications  of  Lillian  Lincoln  Banta  and 
Deane  DeVere  Banta,  d/b  as  Television 
San  Francisco  and  Jail  Broadcasting  Co., 
Inc.,  are  designated  for  hearing  in  a 
consolidated  proceeding  at  a  time  and 
place  to  be  specified  in  a  subsequent 
Order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  whether  Jail  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.,  Inc.,  is  financially  qualified 
to  construct,  own  and  operate  the  pro¬ 
posed  television  broadcast  station. 

2.  To  determine,  on  a  comparative 
basis,  which  of  the  operations  proposed 
in  the  above-captioned  applications 
would  better  serve  the  public  interest, 
convenience  and  necessity  in  light  of  the 
significant  differences  between  the  appli¬ 
cants  as  to: 

(a)  The  background  and  experience  of 
each,  bearing  on  its  ability  to  own  and 
operate  the  proposed  television  broad¬ 
cast  station. 

(b)  The  proposals  of  each  with  respect 
to  the  management  and  operation  of  the 
proposed  television  broadcast  stations. 

(c)  The  programming  services  pro¬ 
posed  in  each  of  the  above-captioned  ap¬ 
plications. 

3.  To  determine  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  which  of  the  instant  appli¬ 
cations  should  be  granted. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  issues 
in  the  above-captioned  proceeding  may 
be  enlarged  by  the  Examiner  with  respect 
to  the  application  of  Television  San 
Francisco,  on  his  own  motion  or  upon 
petition  properly  filed  by  a  party  to  the 
proceeding,  and  upon  sufficient  allega¬ 
tions  of  fact  in  support  thereof,  by  the 
addition  of  the  following  issue: 

To  determine  whether  the  funds  available 
to  the  applicant  will  give  reasonable  assur¬ 
ance  that  the  proposals  set  forth  in  the 
application  will  be  effectuated. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  Lillian  Lincoln  Banta  and  Deane 
DeVere  Banta,  d/b  as  Television  San 
Francisco,  and  Jail  Broadcasting  Co., 
Inc.,  pursuant  to  5  1.221(c)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules,  in  person  or  by  attorney, 
shall,  within  twenty  (20)  days  of  the 


mailing  of  this  Order,  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission,  in  triplicate,  a  written  appear¬ 
ance  stating  an  intention  to  appear  on 
the  date  set  for  the  hearing  and  present 
evidence  on  the  issues  specified  in  this 
Order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  appli¬ 
cants  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)  (2)  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.594(a)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing  either  individually  or,  if  feasible, 
jointly,  within  the  time  and  in  the  man¬ 
ner  prescribed  in  such  rule,  and  shall 
advise  the  Commission  of  the  publication 
of  such  notice  as  required  by  §  1.594(g) 
of  the  rules. 

Released:  January  8,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-426;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:49  am.] 


[Docket  No.  15776;  FCC  65-4] 

OHIO  MOBILE  TELEPHONE  CO.,  INC. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 

Designating  Application  for  Hear¬ 
ing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  the  matter  of  the  application  of 
Ohio  Mobile  Telephone  Co.,  Inc.  for  a 
construction  permit  to  establish  a  new 
station  for  two-way  communications  in 
the  Domestic  Public  Land  Mobile  Radio 
Service  at  Westerville,  Ohio;  Docket  No. 
15776,  File  No.  2348-C2-P-64. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  (1) 
an  application  by  Ohio  Mobile  Telephone 
Co.,  Inc.  (Ohio  Mobile)  for  a  construc¬ 
tion  permit  to  establish  a  new  station 
for  two-way  and  one-way  communica¬ 
tions  in  the  Domestic  Public  Land  Mo¬ 
bile  Radio  Service  at  Westerville,  Ohio; 
(2)  a  petition  to  deny  the  aforesaid  ap¬ 
plication  of  Ohio  Mobile,  filed  on  May  28, 
1964,  by  Victor  E.  Duane,  doing  business 
as  Central  Mobile  Radio  Phone  Service 
(Central),  currently  providing  two-way 
communications  service  as  licensee  of 
station  KQA770  in  the  Domestic  Public 
Land  Mobile  Radio  Service  at  Columbus, 
Ohio;  (3)  an  opposition  to  the  said  peti¬ 
tion  filed  by  Ohio  Mobile  on  June  5, 1964; 
and  (4)  a  reply  to  said  opposition  filed 
by  Central  on  June  17,  1964. 

2.  On  October  4,  1963,  Ohio  Mobile 
applied  for  a  construction  permit  to  es¬ 
tablish  new  two-way  common  carrier 
facilities  at  Westerville,  Ohio.  Although 
the  proposed  base  station  would  be  lo¬ 
cated  approximately  three  or  four  miles 
from  the  urbanized  area  of  Columbus,  it 
appears  that  the  said  base  station  would 
be  capable  of  rendering  reliable  service 
to  the  greater  portion  of  Columbus,  Ohio, 
as  well  as  a  substantial  area  north  of 
that  city.  In  its  “Petition  to  Deny  Ap¬ 
plication”,  Central  alleges  that  as  the 
licensee  of  station  KQA770  it  is  author¬ 
ized  to  render  a  similar  service  in  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio,  and  vicinity,  and  that 
Central  has  made  substantial  invest¬ 
ments  in  station  equipment  and  facilities 
since  its  service  was  initiated  in  1957. 
Central  also  claims  that  the  applicant’s 
proposed  station  will  offer  service  in  a 
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substantial  portion  of  the  area  now  cov¬ 
ered  by  Central’s  facilities  and  that  the 
existing  facilities  of  the  petitioner  have 
an  excess  circuit  capacity  which  is  avail¬ 
able  to  potential  subscribers  in  the  area. 
It  is  further  alleged  that  since  Wester¬ 
ville  is  a  small  town  (population — 7,000) 
adjacent  to  the  urbanized  area  of  Colum¬ 
bus  most  of  the  demand  for  its  facilities 
would  be  centered  in  Columbus  and  that 
the  resulting  competition  would  deprive 
Central  of  potential  subscribers  necessary 
to  the  proper  development  and  exploita¬ 
tion  of  its  facilities.  To  support  that 
position,  Central  asserts  that  its  station 
is  serving  30  mobile  units  and  estimates 
its  capacity  to  be  approximately  50  mo¬ 
bile  units.  Central  concludes,  therefore, 
that  the  introduction  of  another  carrier 
would  result  in  ruinous  competition 
which  would  not  serve  any  beneficial 
public  purpose. 

3.  In  its  opposition  Ohio  Mobile  chal¬ 
lenges  the  sufficiency  of  Central’s  allega¬ 
tions,  charging  that  they  are  conclusory 
and  unsupported  by  specific  facts.  The 
applicant  refers  to  its  application  to  show 
that  its  proposed  station  would  render 
service  to  the  oil  field  area  north  of 
Westerville  at  locations  which  cannot  re¬ 
ceive  satisfactory  signals  from  Central’s 
station.  Ohio  Mobile  states  that  it  has 
not  proposed  and  does  not  intend  to  es¬ 
tablish  a  control  point  in  the  urbanized 
Columbus  area  for  its  proposed  station 
in  Westerville  and  argues  that  in  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  such  a  control  point  its  facilities 
will  not  be  truly  competitive  with  those 
of  Central  in  the  Columbus  area  because 
of  the  added  wireline  charges  which 
would  be  applicable  to  subscribers  in  the 
Columbus  area  using  its  facilities  in 
Westerville.  Central’s  “Reply  to  Opposi¬ 
tion  to  Petition  to  Deny  Application”  is 
devoted  mainly  to  a  defense  and  bolster¬ 
ing  of  the  allegations  set  forth  in  its 
petition. 

4.  In  its  application*  as  originally  filed, 
Ohio  Mobile  described  the  need  for  its 
service  by  stating  that  it  had  surveyed 
potential  subscribers  consisting  of  “large 
road  contractors,  trucking  companies 
and  small  service  business  enterprises  in 
the  Westerville  area".  By  a  later  amend¬ 
ment  to  its  application  it  stated  that 
“our  prime  area  of  operations  will  cover 
the  new  found  oil  fields,  just  north  of  our 
proposed  station,  in  the  Delaware  County 
area  which  falls  within  our  signal  area”. 
However,  Ohio  Mobile  went  on  to  state 
that  “with  the  Columbus  and  Franklin 
County  population  of  over  800,000  people 
the  growth  area  is  on  the  north  edge  of 
Franklin  County,  on  the  Delaware- 
Franklin  County  line.”  Since  the  appli¬ 
cant  does  propose  coverage  of  all  or  most 
of  Columbus,  Ohio,  substantially  over¬ 
lapping  Central’s  coverage,  we  find  that 
Central  is  a  party  in  interest  with  stand¬ 
ing  to  protest  a  possible  duplication  of 
services  and  facilities  in  the  Columbus 
area.  Ohio  Mobile  has  not  designed  its 
facilities  to  exclude  service  to  Columbus 
and  its  statement  of  intention  not  to 
establish  a  message  center  in  Columbus 
cannot  be  determinative  since  it  would 
be  the  obligation  of  the  applicant,  once 
the  facilities  are  established,  to  provide 
such  message  center  or  centers  as  the 
public  need  may  require. 


5.  Whereas,  the  introduction  of  com¬ 
petition  in  the  Columbus  area  and  the 
ability  of  the  existing  carrier  to  satisfy 
the  present  need  for  services  in  that  area 
raise  substantial  questions  of  fact  con¬ 
cerning  the  public  need  for  the  proposed 
facilities  and  the  benefits  to  the  public 
that  may  be  derived  from  such  competi¬ 
tion,  we  find  that  an  evidentiary  hearing 
is  required  to  determine  whether  a  grant 
of  the  subject  application  would  serve 
the  public  interest,  convenience  and 
necessity. 

6.  It  appears  that  except  for  the  mat¬ 
ters  placed  in  issue  herein,  the  applicant 
is  financially,  technically,  legally  and 
otherwise  qualified  to  render  the  serviced 
it  has  proposed. 

7.  It  also  appears  that  i  21.504  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  of  this  Commission 
describes  a  field  strength  contour  of  37 
decibels  above  one  microvolt  per  meter 
as  the  limit  of  reliable  service  area  for 
base  stations  engaged  in  two-way  com¬ 
munications  service,  and  that  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Report  No.  T.R.R.4.3.8.,  en¬ 
titled  “A  Summary  of  the  Technical 
Factors  Affecting  the  Allocation  of  Land 
Mobile  Facilities  in  the  152  to  158  Mega¬ 
cycle  Band”  and  the  procedures  set  forth 
therein  are  a  proper  basis  for  establishing 
the  location  of  such  service  (F50.50)  con¬ 
tours  of  the  facilities  involved  in  this 
proceeding. 

8.  Accordingly,  in  view  of  our  conclu¬ 
sions  above:  It  is  ordered,  Pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  section  309(e)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  that  the  captioned  application 
is  designated  for  hearing  at  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  offices  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on 
a  date  to  be  hereafter  specified,  upon  the 
following  issues: 

(a)  To  determine  the  nature  and  ex¬ 
tent  of  services  proposed  by  Ohio  Mobile, 
including  the  rates,  charges,  practices, 
classifications,  regulations,  personnel 
and  facilities  pertaining  thereto. 

(b)  To  determine  the  nature  and  ex¬ 
tent  of  service  now  rendered  by  Central, 
including  the  rates,  charges,  practices, 
classifications,  regulations,  personnel  and 
facilities  pertaining  thereto. 

(c)  To  determine  the  area  and  popu¬ 
lation  to  be  covered  by  the  service  pro¬ 
posed  by  Ohio  Mobile;  and  to  determine 
the  public  need  for  the  proposed  service 
in  the  said  area. 

(d)  To  determine  the  area  and  popu¬ 
lation  presently  covered  by  the  service 
offered  by  Central ;  and  to  determine  the 
present  use  of  and  future  public  need 
for  the  services  currently  offered  by 
Central  in  the  said  area. 

(e)  To  determine  the  nature  and  ex¬ 
tent  of  any  benefits  to  the  public  which 
will  accrue  from  establishment  of  Ohio 
Mobile’s  proposed  service. 

(f)  To  determine  whether  any  disad¬ 
vantages  to  the  public  will  accrue  from 
establishment  of  Ohio  Mobile’s  proposed 
service. 

(g)  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  on  all  the  foregoing 
issues,  whether  the  public  interest,  con¬ 
venience  or  necessity  will  be  served  by 
a  grant  of  the  subject  application. 

9.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  bur¬ 
den  of  proof  on  issues  (a),  (c),  (e)  and 
(g)  are  placed  on  the  applicant;  the 


burden  of  proof  on  issues  (b) ,  (d)  and 
(f)  are  placed  on  the  petitioner. 

10.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  Victor 
E.  Duane,  d/b  as  Central  Mobile  Radio 
Phone  Service  is  made  a  party  to  the 
proceedings  herein. 

11.  It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  par¬ 
ties  desiring  to  participate  herein  shall 
file  their  notices  of  appearances  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  §  1.221  of 
the  Commission’s  rules. 

Adopted:  January  6, 1965. 

Released:  January  8, .1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission,  1 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-443;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:50  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  15777;  FCC  65-10] 

SOUTH  EASTERN  ALASKA 
BROADCASTERS,  INC. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 

Designating  Application  for  Oral 

Argument  Upon  Stated  Issue 

In  re  application  of  South  Eastern 
Alaska  Broadcasters,  Inc.,  Docket  No. 
15777,  File  No.  BMP-11131,  for  additional 
time  to  construct  Radio  Station  KECH, 
Ketchikan,  Alaska. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  (a)  the  above-captioned 
application;  (b)  Petition  to  Designate 
Application  for  Hearing,  filed  on  April  23, 
1964,  by  Midnight  Sun  Broadcasters,  Inc., 
licensee  of  Station  KTKN  in  Ketchikan, 
Alaska  (“Midnight  Sim”  or  “Petitioner” 
herein) ;  (c)  Informal  requests  for  addi¬ 
tional  time  to  respond  to  the  Petition, 
filed  May  6,  1964  and  May  27,  1964,  on 
behalf  of  South  Eastern  Alaska  Broad¬ 
casters,  Inc.  (“South  Eastern”  or  “per¬ 
mittee”  herein) ;  (d)  Midnight  Sun’s  in¬ 
formal  opposition  to  the  second  request 
for  extension  of  time  to  respond;  (e) 
South  Eastern’s  “Opposition  to  Petition 
to  Designate  Application  for  Hearing,” 
filed  June  10,  1964;  (f)  Midnight  Sun’s 
reply  to  South  Eastern’s  Opposition,  filed 
June  19,  1964;  and  (g)  related  corre¬ 
spondence. 

2.  Standing  to  file  a  petition  to  deny 
is  governed  by  section  309(d)(1)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  which  provides  that  a  party  in  inter¬ 
est  may  file  such  a  petition  against  any 
application  to  which  section  309(b)  ap¬ 
plies.  Since  section  309(c)(2)(d)  spe¬ 
cifically  provides  that  section  309(b)  does 
not  apply  to  extension  applications,  it  is 
clear  that  petitions  to  deny  do  not  lie 
against  extension  applications  and,  that 
apart  from  this  specific  remedy,  Com¬ 
mission  actions  on  such  applications  have 
never  been  subject  to  challenge  as  a 
matter  of  right.1*  Under  these  circum¬ 
stances,  the  petitioner  lacks  standing. 
Nonetheless,  because  of  the  public  in¬ 
terest  questions  presented,  we  shall  con- 

1  Commissioner  Bartley  absent. 

*»  See  Senate  Report  No.  44  on  S.  658,  82d 
Cong.,  1st  Session. 
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sider  Midnight  Sun’s  allegations  on  our 
own  motion. 

3.  South  Eastern’s  application  (File 

No.  BP-15148)  for  a  new  standard  broad¬ 
cast  station  in  Ketchikan,  Alaska  (620 
kc,  lkw  day,  500  watts  night,  unlimited 
time)  was  granted  on  January  23,  1963, 
and  the  call  letters  KECH  were  sub¬ 
sequently  assigned.  South  Eastern’s  first 
extension  application  (File  No.  BMP- 
10981),  filed  July  31, 1963,  indicated  that 
the  transmitter  was  ordered  and  was 
“ready  on  demand”,  that  other  equip¬ 
ment  had  not  been  ordered,  and  that  the 
necessary  land  had  been  acquired.  South 
Eastern  explained  that  construction  had 
not  been  completed  because  of  the  in¬ 
volvement  of  personnel  with  its  other 
stations  in  Anchorage  and  Fairbanks.  In 
addition,  South  Eastern  stated  that  it 
had  been  reluctant  to  proceed  until  its 
staffing  plans,  which  included  giving  an 
ownership  interest  to  the  manager  of  its 
new  station,  were  effectuated.  On  the 
basis  of  these  representations  the  permit 
was  extended  to  December  31, 1963.  . 

4.  South  Eastern’s  second  (above-cap¬ 
tioned)  extension  application  was  filed 
on  December  24,  1963.  From  a  review  of 
the  application  it  appeared  that  per¬ 
mittee’s  efforts  to  construct  the  station 
had  been  limited  to  making  payments  on 
the  transmitter,  obtaining  a  studio  lo¬ 
cation  and  negotiating  for  a  local  man¬ 
ager.  As  a  result,  the  Commission  on 
January  20, 1964,  wrote  to  South  Eastern, 
pointing  out  that  no  construction  had 
been  begun,  that  the  transmitter  (al¬ 
though  available  on  request)  had  not 
been  delivered,  that  no  explanation  for 
the  lack  of  further  progress  had  been 
given,  and  concluded  that  under  these 
circumstances  permittee  should,  within 
forty  days,  supply  a  clear  commitment 
that  construction  would  proceed  in  an 
expeditious  manner. 

5.  An  untimely  response  was  received 
from  the  permittee  on  March  9,  1964, 
with  the  explanation  that  the  letter  had 
not  been  mailed  because  of  a  secretary’s 
illness.  The  response,  written  by  per¬ 
mittee’s  president,  J.  Chester  Gordon, 
emphasized  the  difficulty  in  obtaining 
employees,  stating  that  he  had  “re¬ 
leased”  the  manager  of  his  Juneau  sta¬ 
tion  “on  the  strentgh  of  getting  Bob 
Broadwater  into  my  organization.”  He 
enclosed  a  letter  to  Mr.  Broadwater  dated 
February  20,  1964,  inquiring  as  to  when 
Broadwater’s  father-in-law  would  be 
able  to  help  in  obtaining  credit,  stating 
that  of  course  nothing  could  be  done  in 
winter  and  a  reply  from  Broadwater 
dated  February  24, 1964,  which  indicated 
that  the  latter’s  father-in-law  “would 
give  me  a  hand  this  spring.”  In  addition, 
Broadwater’s  letter  stated  that  he  had  a 
verbal  agreement  to  rent  studio  and  office 
space  from  Western  Auto  (which  would 
do  necessary  remodeling) ,  and  had  talk¬ 
ed  to  one  Buzz  Kyllonen  about  bulldozing 
holes  for  the  tower  blocks  “as  soon  as  the 
ground  thaws.”  * 


2  By  a  series  of  affidavits  submitted  with 
Its  petition.  Midnight  Sun  seeks  to  controvert 
permittee’s  allegations  concerning,  arrange¬ 
ments  supposedly  made  by  Broadwater  on 
permittee’s  behalf,  with  Western  Auto  and 
Buzz  Kyllonen,  the  severity  of  the  winter  in 
Ketchikan,  and  the  circumstances  sur- 


6.  Essential  to  a  grant  of  this  appli¬ 
cation  is  a  favorable  resolution  of  the 
questions  which  have  been  raised  con¬ 
cerning  permittee’s  diligence.  Even  tak¬ 
ing  all  of  permittee’s  representations  at 
face  value,  we  are  unable  to  conclude 
that  it  has  met  the  requisite  standard. 
As  the  matter  now  stands,  no  construc¬ 
tion  has  begun,  and  except  for  the  trans¬ 
mitter  (delivery  of  which  has  not  been 
requested),  no  equipment  has  been  or¬ 
dered.  Again  accepting  permittee’s 
statements,  the  only  steps  taken  by  it 
since  the  first  extension  was  granted 
were  the  making  of  arrangements  for  a 
^downtown  studio  and  for  bulldozing  at 
'the  site.  Permittee’s  sole  explanation  for 
this  delay  was  its  desire  to  obtain  Mr. 
Broadwater  as  a  local  manager,  yet  this 
same  reason  was  given  months  before 
in  the  previous  extension  application, 
and  no  arrangement  has  yet  been  made. 
In  fact,  the  arrangement  appeared  to  be 
dependent  on  Broadwater’s  acquiring  an 
ownership  interest,  although  his  ability 
to  acquire  the  necessary  funds  was  in 
doubt.  Whether  permittee  could  proceed 
without  these  funds  or  not,  it  has 
acknowledged  that  it  would  not  do  so. 
In  addition,  South  Eastern  has  suggested 
that  the  weather,  too,  prevented  con¬ 
struction,  but  it  made  no  effort  to  demon¬ 
strate  that  the  weather  was  so  severe  that 
it  could  not  clear  trees  on*  the  heavily 
wooded  site  it  proposes  to  utilize.3  Thus, 
if  on  the  one  hand,  permittee  chose  not 
to  proceed  until  Broadwater  acquired 
an  interest,  a  question  concerning  per¬ 
mittee’s  diligence  necessarily  arises.  If, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  funds  were  indis¬ 
pensable,  a  question  of  diligence  is  like¬ 
wise  raised,  for  we  have  held  that  fi¬ 
nancial  difficulties  per  se  do  not  justify 
repeated  extensions,  especially  if,  as  here, 
little  or  nothing  has  been  done  toward 
constructing  the  station — S.  George 
Webb  (WNRI)  4  FCC  359  (1937). 

7.  Under  the  circumstances,  the  appli¬ 
cation  presents  no  substantial  or  mate¬ 
rial  questions  of  fact  requiring  its  desig¬ 
nation  for  evidentiary  hearing;  rather, 
the  reasons  advanced  by  permittee  for 
not  proceeding  with  construction  entitle 
it  at  most  to  an  oral  argument  on  the 
question  of  whether  failure  to  complete 
was  due  to  causes  beyond  its  control  or 
other  matters  sufficient  under  section  319 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  or  §  1.534(a)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  to  warrant  a  grant  of  the 
application. 


rounding  the  departure  ol  permittee’s  former 
manager  at  Juneau.  Midnight  Sun  has  not 
shown  that  the  representations  made  by 
Broadwater  (who  does  not  have  an  ownership 
or  other  interest  in  KECH)  can  be  clearly 
attributed  to  permittee.  Nor  has  it  estab¬ 
lished  that  permittee’s  own  statements  are 
more  than  ambiguous  and  confusing.  Con¬ 
sequently,  Midnight  Sun’s  allegations  are  in¬ 
sufficient  to  raise  an  issue  concerning  per¬ 
mittee’s  candor. 

3  Although  permittee  has  had  almost  a 
year  since  the  above-captioned  application 
was  filed,  it  has  failed  to  provide  evidence 
of  having  taken  any  steps  toward  con¬ 
structing  the  station  during  this  period. 
Likewise,  permittee  has  yet  to  provide  the 
clear  commitment  of  its  Intention  to  proceed 
expeditiously  as  requested  by  the  January 
20, 1964  Commission  letter. 


8.  Except  as  Indicated  by  the  issue 
specified  below,  the  applicant  appears 
to  be  legally,  technically,  financially,  and 
otherwise  qualified  to  operate  as  pro¬ 
posed;  however,  the  Commission  is  un¬ 
able  to  make  the  statutory  finding  that 
a  grant  of  the  above-captioned  applica¬ 
tion  would  serve  the  public  interest,  con¬ 
venience,  and  necessity,  and  is  of  the 
opinion  that  the  application  must  be 
designated  for  oral  argument  on  the 
issue  set  forth  below; 

In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is  ordered, 
This  6th  day  of  January  1965,  that  pur¬ 
suant  to  sections  5(d)  and  319(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as  amend¬ 
ed,  the  above-captioned  application  is 
designated  for  oral  argument  before  the 
Review  Board  in  Washington,  D.C.,  at  a 
time  to  be  specified  by  subsequent  Order, 
upon  the  following  issue:  To  determine 
whether  the  reasons  advanced  by  the 
permittee  in  support  of  the' above-cap¬ 
tioned  application  constitute  a  showing 
that  failure  to  commence  or  complete 
construction  was  due  to  causes  beyond 
its  control  or  other  matters  sufficient 
under  section  319  of  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  and  §  1.534 
(a)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  to  war¬ 
rant  further  extension  of  the  outstand¬ 
ing  construction  permit. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  Midnight 
Sun  Broadcasters,  Inc.  is  made  a  party 
to  this  proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  relief 
requested  in  Midnight  Sun’s  “Petition 
to  Designate  Application  for  Hearing” 
filed  April  23,  1964  is  granted  to  the 
extent  indicated  and  in  all  other  re¬ 
spects  is  denied. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  South  East¬ 
ern’s  request  for  additional  time  to  reply 
and  Midnight  Sun’s  opposition  to  that 
request  are  dismissed  as  moot. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicant  and  party  respond¬ 
ent  herein,  in  person  or  by  attorney, 
shall,  within  20  days  of  the  mailing  of 
this  Order,  file  with  the  Commission  an 
original  and  19  copies  of  a  written  ap¬ 
pearance  stating  an  intention  to  appear 
on  the  date  fixed  for  the  oral  argument 
and  present  evidence  on  the  issue  speci¬ 
fied  in  this  Order,  and  shall  have  until 
10  days  prior  to  oral  argument  to  file 
briefs  or  memoranda  of  law. 

Released:  January  11,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  65-444;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 
8:50  ajn.] 


[Docket  No.  15712] 

MELVIN  S.  WELCH 
Notice  of  Place  of  Hearing 

In  the  matter  of  Melvin  S.  Welch, 
Stone  Mountain,  Ga.,  Docket  No.  15712; 
order  to  show  cause  why  the  license  for 
Radio  Station  KDB-0264  in  the  citizens 
radio  service  should  not  be  revoked. 

The  hearing  on  the  above-entitled 
matter  presently  scheduled  for  Tuesday, 
February  2,  1965,  will  be  held  at  10:00 


a.m.,  in  U.S.  Courtroom  No.  520,  Old 
Post  Office  Building,  Forsyth  and  Walton 
Streets,  Atlanta,  Ga. 

Dated:  January  11,  1965. 

Released:  January  11,  1965. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-445;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 
8:50  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  RI65-385  etc.] 

UNION  OIL  COMPANY  OF 
CALIFORNIA  ET  AL. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearings  on  and 
Suspension  of  Proposed  Changes 
in  Rates  1 

December  18, 1964. 

Union  Oil  Company  of  California  (Op¬ 
erator),  et  al.  (and  other  Respondents 


listed  herein),  Docket  Nos.  RI65-385,  et 
al. 

The  Respondents  named  herein  have 
filed  proposed  increased  rates  and 
charges  of  currently  effective  rate  sched¬ 
ules  for  sales  of  natural  gas  under  Com¬ 
mission  jurisdiction,  as  set  forth  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  A  hereof. 

The  proposed  changed  rates  and 
charges  may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  un¬ 
duly  discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or 
otherwise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds:  It  is  in  the 
public  interest  and  consistent  with  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission 
enter  upon  hearings  regarding  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  proposed  changes,  and 
that  the  supplements  herein  be  sus¬ 
pended  and  their  use  be  deferred  as  or¬ 
dered  below. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Under  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  par¬ 
ticularly  sections  4  and  15,  the  regula¬ 
tions  pertaining  thereto  (18  CFR  Ch.  I), 
and  the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice 
and  procedure,  public  hearings  shall  be 
Appendix  A 


held  concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the 
proposed  changes. 

(B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  rate  supplements  herein  are 
suspended  and  their  use  deferred  until 
date  shown  in  the  “Date  Suspended  Un¬ 
til’’  column,  and  thereafter  until  made 
effective  as  prescribed  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act. 

(C)  Until  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plements,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered,  shall  be  changed  until  dis¬ 
position  of  these  proceedings  or  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  suspension  period. 

(D)  Notices  of  intervention  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  may  be  filed  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20426,  in  accordance  with  the  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.37(f))  on  or  before  February  3, 
1965. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 


Sup- 

Amount 

Date 

Effective 

Date 

Cents  per  Mcf 

Rate  in 
effect  sub- 

Docket 

No. 

Respondent 

sched¬ 

ule 

No. 

ple- 

ment 

No. 

Purchaser  and  producing  area 

of  annual 
increase 

filing 

tendered 

date  un¬ 
less  sus¬ 
pended 

sus¬ 

pended 

until— 

Rate  in 
effect 

Proposed  in¬ 
creased  rate 

ject  to  re¬ 
fund  in 
docket 
Nos. 

R 165-385... 

Union  Oil  Co.  of  Cal¬ 
ifornia  (Operator), 
et  al..  Union  Oil 
Center,  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif.,  90017. 
Attn:  Messrs.  C.E. 
Smith  and  George 

C.  Rond. 

90 

2 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co.  (Pat¬ 
rick  Draw  Area,  Sweetwater, 
County,  Wyo.). 

$1,800 

11-23-64 

» 1-  1-65 

6-  1-65 

*15.0 

•  *  16. 0 

RI65-386... 

Humble  Oil  &  Refin¬ 
ing  Co.,  Post  Office 
Box  2180,  Houston, 
Tex.,  77001.  Attn: 
Mr.  John  J.  Carter. 

360 

2 

_ do _ _ _ 

6 

11-24-64 

* 1-  1-65 

6-  1-65 

*15.0 

_  **16.0 

RIG5-387... 

Pan  American  Petro¬ 
leum  Corp.,  Post 
Office  Box  591, 

Tulsa,  Okla.,  74102. 

209 

2 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.,  (Northeast 
Rhodes  and  McGuire-Goeman 
Fields,  Barber  County,  Kans.). 

383 

11-20-64 

"12-23-64 

5-23-65 

"13.0 

*  7  •  14. 0 

G-20304. 

RIG5-388... 

Schcrmerliorn  Oil 

Corp.  (Operator), 
et  al.,  Post  Office 

Box  287,  Tulsa, 

Okla. 

17 

3 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (Davis 
Ranch  Field,  Barber  County, 
Kans.). 

315 

11-23-64 

*  12-24-64 

5-24-65 

•13.0 

*<•14.0 

R 165-389... 

D.  W.  Skinner  (Oper¬ 
ator'),  et  al.,  Post 
Office  Rox  125, 
Medicine  Lodge, 
Kans. 

1 

2 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (Boggs 
Field,  Barber  County,  Kans.). 

3,600 

11-23-64 

•12-24-64 

5-24-65 

•13.0 

*  7 » 14. 0 

G-20208. 

R 165-880... 

Charles  J.  Richard 
(Operator),  et  al., 
1329  First  National 
Building,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla., 
73102. 

1 

2 

Cities  Servile  Gas  Co.  (Eureka 
Area,  Grant  County,  Okla.) 
(Oklahoma  “Other”  Area). 

1,625 

11-23-64 

« 1-  1-65 

6-  1-65 

•  13.0 

» <  •  14. 0 

RI61-420. 

RI65-391... 

Ozark- Mahoning  Co., 
310  West  Sixth 
Street,  Tulsa  19, 
Okla. 

1 

2 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co. 
(Southwest  Camp  Creek  Field, 
Beaver  County,  Okla.)  (Pan¬ 
handle  Area). 

442 

11-23-61 

"1-  1-65 

6-  1-65 

*1  17. 43 

•  * '» 18.  59 

RI65-392 ... 

Mapco  Production 
Co.,  800  Oil  Center 
Building,  Tulsa, 
Okla. 

8 

11 

Colorado  Interstate  Gas  Co. 
(Greenwood  Field,  Kansas  and 
Colorado). 

10, 973 

11-23-64 

•12-24-64 

5-24-65 

i*  16. 0 

< 7 1*17.0 

R 163-56. 

RI65  393... 

Phillips  Petroleum 
Co.,  Bartlesville, 
Okla. 

321 

2 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (Northeast 
Rhoades  Field,  Barber  County, 
Kans.). 

290 

11-23-64 

•12-24-64 

5-24-65 

•13.0 

<  7  •  14. 0 

G-20339. 

R  1.55  394  __ 

Amerada  Petroleum 
Corp.,  Post  Office 
Box  2040,  Tulsa  2, 
Okla. 

43 

7 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (Ehvood  & 
Hardtner  Fields,  Barber  Coun¬ 
ty,  Kans.). 

6,085 

11-23-64 

•12-24-64 

5-24-65 

•12.0 

<  7 » 14. 0 

R  16.5-395... 

National  Cooperative 
Refinery  Associa¬ 
tion,  305  Rule  Build¬ 
ing,  Wichita,  Kans., 
67202. 

2 

6 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (Northeast 
Rhodes,  Stumph,  Hardtners, 
and  Donald  Fields,  Barber 
County,  Kans.). 

14, 317 

11-23-64 

•12-24-64 

5-24-65 

•13.0 

*  7  •  14. 0 

RI62-493. 

R 165-396... 

Braden  Drilling,  Inc., 
1620  Wichita  Plaza 
Building,  Wichita, 
Kans.,  67202. 

8 

4 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (Davis 
Ranch  Area,  Barber  County, 
Kans.). 

3,840 

11-23-64 

•12-24-64 

5-24-65 

•13.0 

•  * » 14. 0 

R 165-397.  . 

See  f 

Texas  Gas  Producing 
Co.  (Operator),  et 
al.,  633  Meadows 
Building,  Dallas, 
Tex.,  75206. 

ootnotes  at  end  of  tal 

4 

l>le. 

9 

Mississippi  River  Transmission 
Corp.  (Waskom  Field,  Harrison 
County,  Tex.)  (R.R.  District 
No.  6). 

1,514 

11-23-64 

•12-24-64 

5-24-65 

•I*  14.87 

*  *  •  i*  15. 3748 

RI61-210. 

'Does  not  consolidate  for  hearing  or  dispose  of  the  several  matters  herein. 
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Sup- 
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Date 

Effective 

Date 

Cents  per  Mcf 

Rate  in 
effect  sulh 
ject  to  re¬ 
fund  in 
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Nos. 
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No. 
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ule 

No. 

ple- 

ment 

No. 
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sus¬ 
pended 
until — 

Rate  in 
effect 

Proposed  in¬ 
creased  rate 

RI65-398.J 

Penrose  Production 
Co.,et  al.,  1813  Fair 
Building,  Fort 
Worth,  Tex..  76102. 
Attn:  Mr.  Glen  G. 
Neill. 

6 

6 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Eumont 
Field,  Lea  County,  N.  Mex.) 
(Permian  Basin  Area). 

11-19-64 

•12-20-64 

5-20-65 

“9.5 

•“  w  H.5 

*  Contractually  provided  effective  date.  11  Includes  base  rate  of  15.0  cents  per  Mcf  plus  upward  B.t.u.  adjustment  (base 

*  Periodic  rate  increase.  rate  subject  to  upward  and  downward  B.t.u.  adjustment). 

*  Pressure  base  is  14.65  p.s.i.a.  »  Subject  to  an  upward  and  downward  B.t.u.  adjustment  (average  B.t.u.  content 

*  Initial  rate.  Is  964). 

*  The  stated  effective  date  is  the  effective  date  requested  by  Respondent.  »  Includes  0.25  cent  per  Mcf  paid  by  buyer  for  dehydration. 

»  Renegotiated  rate  increase.  14  Two-step  periodic  rate  increase. 

*  Subject  to  a  downward  B  .t.u.  adjustment.  ■*  Subject  to  a  possible  deduction  of  0.4467  cent  per  Mcf  for  low  pressure  gas  (below 

*  The  stated  effective  date  is  the  first  day  after  expiration  of  the  required  statutory  600  p.s.i.g.). 

notice. 

Includes  base  rate  of  16.0  cents  per  Mcf  plus  upward  B.t.u.  adjustment  (base 
rate  subject  to  upward  and  downward  B.t.u.  adjustment). 


Schermerhorn  Oil  Corporation  (Operator), 
et  al.,  and  D.  W.  Skinner  (Operator),  et  al., 
request  an  effective  date  of  December  22, 
1964,  for  their  proposed  rate  Increases. 
Mapco  Production  Company  requests  a  retro¬ 
active  effective  date  of  January  1,  1964,  for 
Its  proposed  rate  increase.  Phillips  Petro¬ 
leum  Company,  Amerada  Petroleum  Corpora¬ 
tion,  National  Cooperative  Refinery  Associa¬ 
tion  and  Braden  Drilling,  Inc.,  all  request  an 
effective  date  of  December  23,  1964,  for  their 
rate  filings.  Texas  Gas  Producing  Company 
(Operator),  et  al.,  request  an  effective  date 
of  December  12,  1964,  for  their  proposed  rate 
Increase.  Good  cause  has  not  been  shown 
for  waiving  the  30-day  notice  requirement 
provided  In  section  4(d)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  to  permit  an  earlier  effective  date  for  the 
aforementioned  producers’  rate  filings  and 
6uch  requests  are  denied. 

All  of  the  proposed  increased  rates  and 
charges  exceed  the  applicable  area  price  levels 
for  Increased  rates  as  set  forth  in  the  Com¬ 
mission's  Statement  of  General  Policy  No. 
61-1,  as  amended  (18  CFR,  Chapter  I,  Part 
2,  Section  2.56). 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-344;  Piled,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  G— 3770  etc.] 

OLEY  YEAGER  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Applications  for  Certificates, 
Abandonment  of  Service  and  Peti¬ 
tions  To  Amend  Certificates  1 

January  6, 1965. 

Oley  Yeager,  Owner  (successor  to  Os¬ 
borne  Development  Co.)  and  other  appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein,  Docket  Nos.  G-3770, 
etal. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  Applicants 
listed  herein  has  filed  an  application  or 
petition  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  authorization  to  sell 
natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce  or 
to  abandon  service  heretofore  authorized 
as  described  herein,  all  as  more  fully 
described  in  the  respective  applications 
and  amendments  which  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro- 


'Thls  notice  does  not  provide  for  consoli¬ 
dation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein,  nor  should  It  be  so  construed. 


cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
February  1, 1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
all  applications  in  which  no  protest  or 
petition  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 
time  required  herein,  if  the  Commission 
on  its  own  review  of  the  matter  believes 
that  a  grant  of  the  certificates  or  the  au¬ 


thorization  for  the  proposed  abandon¬ 
ment  is  required  by  the  public  conven¬ 
ience  and  necessity.  Where  a  protest  or 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  where  the  Commission  on  its 
own  motion  believes  that  a  formal  hear¬ 
ing  is  required,  further  notice  of  such 
hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 


Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 


Docket  No. 
and 

date  filed 

Applicant 

Purchaser,  field  and  location 

Price  per  Mcf 

Pres¬ 

sure 

base 

G-3770... . 

Oley  Yeager,  owner  (Successor 

Pennzoil  Co.,  Washington  District, 

12.0 

15.325 

E  12-17-64 

G-10131... . 

to  Osborne  Development 
Co). 

Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Co.— 

Franco  Western  Oil  Co.,  a 

Boone  County,  W.  Va. 

Assigned 

>85 

D  12-28-64 

G-17022 . 

wood  Field,  Stanton  County, 
Kans. 

West  Lake  Natural  Gasoline  Co., 

14.65 

E  10-23-64 

G-17460 . . 

division  of  Franco  Wyoming 
Oil  Co.  (successor  to  Franco 
Western  Oil  Co.). 

Rkelly  Oil  Co 

Nena  Lucia  Field,  Nolan  County, 
Tex. 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Pan  Am 
Fee  A  Unit,  La  Plata  County, 
Colo. 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  New 

13.0 

15.025 

C  12-28-64 

0-17559.... . 

Skelly  Oil  Co.  (Operator), 

13.053625 

15.025 

C  12-28-64 

CI61-465 _ 

et  aL 

Drake  and  Purslcy  (successor 

Mexico  B  Unit,  San  Juan  County, 
N.  Mex. 

Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Court 

25.0 

15.325 

E  12-29-64 

061-1634. . 

to  David  Law). 

American  Pctroflna  Co.  of 

House  District,  Lewis  County, 
W.  Va. 

Tennessee  Gas  Transmission  Co., 

>15.5 

14.65 

E  12-28-64 

062-585 . 

Texas  (successor  to  John  F. 
Merrick  (Operator),  et  al). 
Palm  Petroleum  Corp  (Oper- 

Tomball  Field,  Harris  County, 
Tex. 

Kansas-Ncbraska  Natural  Gas  Co., 

<17.0 

14.65 

F  12-1-61  • 

062-805 . 

ator)  et  al.  (successor  to 
Union  Oil  Co.  of  California). 
Amerada  Petroleum  Corp.... 

Inc.,  Camrick  Field,  Texas  Coun¬ 
ty,  Okla. 

Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe  Line 

19.0 

15.025 

C  12-28-64 

063-20 . 

D  12-28-64 

Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Co _ 

Corp.,  Block  130,  Vermilion  Area, 
Gulf  of  Mexico. 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co., 
Arkoma  Area,  Haskell  County, 

Assigned 

. 

063-336 . . 

Pan  American  Petroleum 

Okla. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co., 

<21. 545 

14.65 

C  12-24-64  » 

063-906... . 

Corp. 

Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Co... 

Lawrence  Oil,  Inc.  (Opera- 

Woodward  Gas  Area,  Major 
County,  Okla. 

Assigned 

15.3 

D  12-28-64 

064-300 . . 

Cooper  Field,  Blaine  County, 
Okla. 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corn., 
Port  Barre  and  Naka  Fields,  St. 
Landry  Parish,  La. 

15.025 

C  12-24-64 

064-735 _ 

tor),  et  al. 

16.0 

14.65 

C  12-23-64 

064-1507 . 

Inc.,  Dombey  Field,  Beaver 
County,  Okla. 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co., 
Northeast  Trail  Field,  Dewey 
County,  Okla. 

15.0  cents+ 
B.t.u.  adjust¬ 
ment. 

14.65 

C  12-24-64 

Filing  code:  A— Initial  service. 

^  B — Abandonment. 

C—  Amendment  to  add  acreage. 
D— Amendment  to  delete  acreage. 
E— 8ucces«ion. 

F— Partial  succession. 


Be*  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 
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Docket  No. 
and 

date  filed 


CI65-65-..-- 
C  12-28-64 

CI65-590 . 

B  12-23-64 


C 165-591 . 

B  12-23-64 

C 165-592 . 

A  12-23-64 

C 165-593 . 

A  12-23-64 


C 165-594 . 

A  12-23-64 

C 165-595 . 

A  12-23-64 


CI65-596 . 

A  12-24-64 


CI65-597 . 

A  12-24-64 


CI65-598 . 

A  12-24-64 


CI65-599 . 

A  12-24-64 


CI65-600 . 

A  12-24-64 

CI65-601 . 

B  12-24-64 


CI65-602 . 

A  12-24-64 


C 165-603 . 

A  12-24-64 


CI65-604 . 

A  12-24-64 

CI65-605 . 

A  12-24-64 


CI65-606 . 

A  12-24-64 

CI65-607 . 

A  12-29-64 


CI65-608 . 

A  12-28-64 

065-609 . 

A  12-28-64 


065-610 . 

A  12-28-64 

065-611 . 

A  12-28-64 


065-612 . 

A  12-28-64 


065-613 . 

B  12-29-64 

065-614 . 

B  10-22-64 


Applicant 


Carl  M.  Archer.  . . . 

Champlin  Petroleum  Co. 


Jake  L.  Hamon... . ... 

Sun  Oil  Co.  (Mid-Continent 
Division). 

_ do . 


Delta  Drilling  Co.  (Operator), 
et  al. 

Penroc  Oil  Oorp.. . . 


Hassle  Hunt  Trust . 

Hunt  Oil  Co . 

Placid  Oil  Co . 

Anadarko  Production  Co. 


Amerada  Petroleum  Corp..... 

Edwin  L.  Coi  (Operator),  et 
aL 

Phillips  Petroleum  Co . 


Marathon  Oil  Co.  (Operator), 
et  al. 

Skelly  Oil  Co . 


Kerr-McGee  Oil  Industries, 
Inc. 

Humble  Oil  Sc  Refining  Co.. 
Production  Consultants  Co.. 

Western  Petroleum  Co.,  Inc.. 
Gull  Oil  Corp . 


Nelson  B.  Escue  (Operator), 
et  al. 

Tidewater  Oil  Co - 


Don  Eamey. 


D.  &  E.  Oil  Co . 

Blssett  Oil  &  Qas  Co. 


Purchaser,  field  and  location 


Northern  Natural  Qas  Co.,  Acreage 
in  Hansford  County,  Tex. 

Coastal  States  Oas  Producing  Co., 
East  Mathis  Area,  San  Patricio 
County,  Tex. 

Tennessee  Gas  Transmission  Co., 
Flores  Field,  Starr  County,  Tex. 
Lone  Star  Gas  Co.,  North  Dibble 
Field,  McClain  County,  Okla. 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  America, 
Southeast  Woodward  Field, 
Woodward  County,  Okla. 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Ozona 
Area,  Crockett  County,  Tex. 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  Amer¬ 
ica,  Indian  Basin  Area,  Eddy 
County,  N.  Mex. 

American  Louisiana  Pipe  Line  Co., 
Block  198  Field,  Eugene  Island 
Area,  Offshore  Louisiana. 
American  Louisiana  Pipe  Line  Co., 
Block  77  Field,  Eugene  Island 
Area,  Offshore  Louisiana. 
American  Louisiana  Pipe  Line  Co., 
Eugene  Island  Area,  Offshore 
Louisiana. 

Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Co., 
Inc.,  Bradshaw  Area, 

Hamilton  County,  Kans. 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Justis 
Field,  Lea  County,  N.  Mex. 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.,  West 
Runge  Field  Area,  Karnes 
County,  Tex. 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co., 
Northeast  Seiling  Field,  Major 
County,  Okla. 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  Amer¬ 
ica,  Indian  Basin  Area,  Eddy 
County,  N.  Mex. 

West  Texas  Gathering  Co.,  Acreage 
in  Winkler  County,  Tex. 

Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  Amer¬ 
ica,  Indian  Basin-Hills  Area, 
Eddy  County,  N.  Mex. 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Gomez 
Area,  Pecos  County,  Tex. 
Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co., 
Valley  Center  Field,  Dewey 
County,  Okla. 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co.,  North 
Enid  Area,  Garfield  County,  Okla. 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  Amer¬ 
ica,  Indian  Basin  Area,  Eddy 
County,  N.  Mex. 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co., 
Acreage  in  Beaver  County,  Okla. 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  of  Amer¬ 
ica,  Southeast  Woodward  Field, 
Woodward  County,  Okla. 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Anadarko 
Basin  Area,  Beckham  County, 
Okla. 

Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Clay  Dis¬ 
trict,  Ritchie  County,  W.  Va. 
Natural  Gas  of  West  Virginia.  Inc., 
Acreage  in  Wetzel  County,  W.  Va. 


Price  per  Mcf 


17.0 

Depleted 

Depleted 
7 16. 0 
'17.0 

16.0 

•16.608 

» 19.0 

«•  19.0 

19.0 

12.6 

15.5 

Depleted 

17.0 

•16.608 

16.0 

16.0 

16.0 

13.0 

12.0 

•16.608 

17.0 

17.0 

13.0 

Uneconomical 

0‘) 


Pres¬ 

sure 

base 


14.65 

14.65 

14.65 

14.65 

15.025 

15.025 

15.025 

14.65 

14.65 


14.65 

14.65 

14.65 

14.65 

14.65 

14.65 

14.65 

14.65 

14.65 

14.65 


•  Rate  in  effect  subject  to  refund  in  Docket  No.  RI60-448.  Rate  of  9.0  cents  per  Mcf  suspended  until  Jan.  2, 1965  in 

Docket  No.  RI66-29.  _ _  „ 

•  Rate  currently  being  collected  subject  to  refund  in  Docket  No.  RI64-427. 

•Succeeds  a  portion  of  the  acreage  (8/2  8/2  and  NE/4  SE/4  of  Section  5-2N-19ECM)  previously  certificated  in 
Docket  No.  0-13121,  Union  Oil  Co.  of  California.  ,  „  .  ,  ,  , ,  _  , 

•  Initial  service  rate  applicable  to  acquired  acreage.  Rate  of  16.6  cents  in  effect  subject  to  refund  in  Docket  No. 
RI61-52. 

•  Adds  acreage  acquired  from  The  Atlantio  Refining  Co.  in  Docket  No.  CI61-752. 

•  Includes  1.0  cent  per  Mcf  adjustment  for  B.t.u.  content  and  1.045  cents  per  Mcf  tax  reimbursement. 

7  Plus  'A  of  new  and  additional  taxes. 

•  Plus  of  new  and  additional  taxes. 

•Includes  0.608  cent  per  Mcf  estimated  B.t.u.  adjustment. 

10  Subject  to  deduction  by  Buyer  (up  to  2.0  cents  per  Mcf)  if  Buyer  compresses  gas. 

11  Casinghead  gas  not  in  sufficient  quantities  to  justify  future  sales  under  present  line  hookup. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-345;  Filed,  Jan.  13, 1965;  8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  OP64-154] 

AMERICAN  LOUISIANA  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  To  Amend 

January  7, 1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  24, 1964, 
American  Louisiana  Pipe  Line  Co.  (Ap¬ 
plicant)  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP64-154  an 
application  to  amend  the  order  of  the 
Commission  issued  June  2,  1964,  which 
order  authorized,  among  other  things, 
the  construction  of  four  new  compressor 
stations  and  the  installation  of  addi¬ 


tional  compressors  at  three  existing  sta¬ 
tions. 

In  the  instant  application  to  amend, 
Applicant  seeks  authorization  to  install: 
(1)  Four  2,700  horsepower  units  at  Sta¬ 
tion  No.  1  in  Louisiana  in  lieu  of  the  five 
2,000  horsepower  units  presently  author¬ 
ized;  (2)  five  2,500  horsepower  units  at 
Station  No.  4  in  Mississippi  in  lieu  of 
the  six  2,000  horsepower  units  presently 
authorized;  and  (3)  four  2,700  horse¬ 
power  units  at  Station  No.  7  in  Kentucky 
in  lieu  of  the  five  2,000  horsepower  units 
presently  authorized.  The  application 


states  that  the  manufacturer  will  be  un¬ 
able  to  deliver  the  large  number  of  2,000 
horsepower  units  in  time  to  be  available 
when  needed  for  use  during  the  1964-65 
heating  season,  and  that  the  substitution 
of  fewer  units  of  higher  horsepower  will 
enable  construction  schedules  to  be  met 
and  will,  in  addition,  result  in  operating 
economies. 

The  application  further  states  that  the 
proposed  amendment  will  not  result  in 
any  increase  in  investment,  and  will  not 
change  the  capacity  of  Applicant’s  sys¬ 
tem  as  approved  by  the  Commission  in 
its  order  of  June  2, 1964. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
February  8,  1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  protest  or  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  finds  that  the 
amendment  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  protest 
or  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing.  - 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-399;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  CP65-190] 

AMERICAN  LOUISIANA  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

January  7,  1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  24, 1964, 
American  Louisiana  Pipe  Line  Co.  (Ap¬ 
plicant)  ,  One  Woodward  Avenue,  Detroit, 
Mich.,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP65-190  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  author¬ 
izing  the  construction  and  operation  of 
natural  gas  facilities  and  the  sale  of 
natural  gas,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  proposes  to: 
(1)  Construct  and  operate  approximately 
293  miles  of  30-inch  pipeline,  looping  por¬ 
tions  of  its  main  line  irf  Louisiana,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Arkansas,  Tennessee,  Kentucky, 
and  Indiana;  (2)  install  additional  com¬ 
pressor  units  totaling  12,800  horsepower, 
at  compressor  station  Nos.  1,  4,  7  and  10, 
located  in  the  States  of  Louisiana,  Mis- 
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sissippi,  Kentucky,  and  Indiana  respec¬ 
tively;  (3)  construct  and  operate  ap¬ 
proximately  7.4  miles  of  20-inch  gas 
supply  line  together  with  a  meter  station, 
in  St.  Mary  Parish,  La. 

The  application  states  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  facilities  will  provide  expansion  of 
the  sales  capacity  of  Applicant’s  system 
by  approximately  89,000  Mcf  per  day,  to 
meet,  commencing  in  the  fall  of  1965,  the 
increased  requirements  of  its  existing 
customers. 

The  estimated  cost  of  Applicant’s  pro¬ 
posed  construction  is  $37,380,000,  and 
will  be  financed  initially  with  funds  on 
hand  and  bank  loans,  the  latter  subse¬ 
quently  to  be  refinanced  in  major  part 
with  long-term  debt. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
February  4,  1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  protest  or  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a 
grant  of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  motion  believes  that  a  formal  hear¬ 
ing  is  required,  further  notice  of  such 
hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 


unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  65-400;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.J 

[Docket  No.  G-228] 

AMERICAN  SMELTING  AND  REFINING 
CO.  AND  BORDER  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  To  Amend 
Order 

January  7,  1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  23, 1964, 
American  Smelting  and  Refining  Co. 
(American),  120  Broadway,  New  York, 
N.Y.,  and  Border  Pipe  Line  Co.  (Border) , 
1314  Texas  Avenue,  Houston,  Tex.,  filed 
in  Docket  No.  G-228  a  joint  application 
to  amend  the  order  of  the  Commission 
issued  October  10,  1942,  and  amended 
November  4,  1942,  July  11,  1950,  May  10, 
1956,  and  March  25,  1960,  which  order 
and  amendments  authorized  Applicants 
to  export  natural  gas  to  the  Republic  of 
Mexico  for  a  term  expiring  March  26, 
1965,  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  3  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act. 

In  the  instant  application  to  amend, 
Applicants  seek  authorization  to  con¬ 
tinue  the  exportation  of  up  to  14,000 
Mcf  of  natural  gas  per  day  to  Mexico  for 
the  five  year  period  commencing  March 
27,  1965,  for  use  by  American  in  supply¬ 
ing  the  requirements  of  its  subsidiary, 
Compania  Minera  Asarco,  S.A. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  February  8,  1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 


to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  protest  or  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  finds  that  the 
amendment  is  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  a  protest  or 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[FJR.  Doc.  65-401;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:47  ajn.J 


[Docket  Nos.  RI65-371,  etc.] 

ATLANTIC  REFINING  CO.,  ET  AL. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearings  on  and 
Suspension  of  Proposed  Changes 
in  Rates;  Correction 

December  22,  1964. 
In  the  Order  Providing  for  Hearings 
on  and  Suspension  of  Proposed  Changes 
in  Rates;  issued  December  18,  1964  and 
published  in  the  Federil  Register  De¬ 
cember  29,  1964  (F.R.  Doc.  64-13289;  29 
F.R.  18530) ;  substitute  the  following 
“Appendix  A”  in  lieu  of  the  Appendix 
A  as  published. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
v  Secretary. 
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pended 

until 

effect 

increased 

docket 

rate 

Nos. 

RIG5-378— 

Bowers  Drilling  Co., 
Inc.  (Operator),  et 
al.,  Union  Center 

2 

3 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (Boggs  Field, 
Barber  County,  Kans.). 

$750 

11-18-64 

•12-22-64 

5-22-65 

•13.0 

•‘•14.0 

G- 19934. 

Building,  Wichita, 
Kans.,  67202. 

RI65-379... 

Kingwood  Oil  Co., 

6 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.  (Ochiltree 

540 

11-18-64 

•12-19-64 

5-19-65 

‘16.5 

•  «  •  17. 5 

First  National 
Building,  Okla- 

■ 

County,  Tex.)  (R.R.  District  No. 
10). 

homa  City,  Okla., 
73102. 

RI65-380-. 

Champlin  Petroleum 
Co.  (Operator),  et  al.. 

64 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (SE.  Eureka 

15,323 

11-18-64 

•1-1-65 

6-1-65 

•13.0 

•••14.0 

Field,  Alfalfa  and  Grant  Counties, 
Okla.)  (Oklahoma  “Other”  Area). 

Post  Office  Box  9365, 
Fort  Worth,  Tex., 
76107. 

76 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.  (Barber 

14,462 

11-18-64 

•  12-22-64 

5-22-65 

•13.0 

*  •  •  14. 0 

County,  Kans.). 

82 

2,269 

11-17-64 

•1-13-65 

6-13-65 

•11.0 

•••12.0 

■ 

Smith  Unit,  Garfield  County,  Okla.) 
(Oklahoma  “Other”  Area). 

•  The  stated  effective  date  is  the  effective  date  requested  by  Respondent. 

•  Periodic  rate  increase. 

•  Pressure  base  is  14.65  p.s.i.a. 

•  Rate  is  subject  to  a  downward  B.t.u.  adjustment. 

•  Initial  rate. 

t  Revenue  based  on  volume  shown  in  buyer’s  annual  report  for  1963. 

1  The  stated  effective  date  is  the  first  day  after  expiration  of  the  required  statutory 
notice. 

i  •  Redetermined  rate  increase. 


if  Pressure  base  is  15.025  p.s.i.a. 

11  Includes  l.l  cent  per  Mcf  tax  reimbursement. 

•*  Includes  1.0  cent  per  Mcf  tax  reimbursement. 

11  Includes  a  varying  compression  charge  from  1V4  cents  deducted  by  buyer  and  a 
dehydration  charge  of  0.75  cent  per  Mcf  deducted  by  buyer. 

>«  Includes  0.75  cent  per  Mcf  dehydration  charge  deducted  by  buyer. 

*•  Applies  to  acreage  added  under  Amendment  dated  March  9,  1964  (Supp.  No. 
9).  Remaining  acreage  covered  by  moratorium  period  ending  March  1,  1966,  as  per 
Settlement  Order  issued  December  30, 1963.  in  Docket  Nos.  0-8969,  et  al. 
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C.  D.  Davis,  et  al.  (Davis),  request  that 
their  proposed  rate  Increase  be  permitted  to 
become  effective  as  of  November  1,  1964. 
Good  cause  has  not  been  shown  for  waiving 
the  30-day  notice  requirement  provided  In 
Section  4(d)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  to  per¬ 
mit  an  earlier  effective  date  for  Davis’  rate 
filing  and  such  request  is  denied. 

All  of  the  proposed  Increased  rates  and 
charges  exceed  the  applicable  area  price  lev¬ 
els  for  Increased  rates  as  set  forth  in  the 
Commission’s  Statement  of  General  Policy 
No.  61-1,  as  amended  (18  CFR,  Ch.  I,  Pt.  2, 
Sec.  2.56). 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-402;  Plied,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.]  . 


[Docket  No.  G-3894  etc.] 

ATLANTIC  REFINING  CO.,  ETC. 

Findings  and  Order  After  Statutory 
Hearing;  Correction 

October  16, 1964. 

In  the  Findings  and  Order  After  Stat¬ 
utory  Hearing  Issuing  Certificates  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity, 
Amending  Certificates,  Permitting  and 
Approving  Abandonment  of  Service, 
Terminating  Certificates,  Making  Suc¬ 
cessor  in  Interest  Co-Respondent,  Re¬ 
designating  Proceeding,  Requiring  Filing 
of  Agreement  and  Undertaking,  Accept¬ 
ing  Related  Rate  Schedules  and  Supple¬ 
ments  for  Filing  and  Cancelling  Docket 
Designation,  issued  September  11,  1964 
and  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
September  26,  1964  (F.R.  Doc.  64-9663; 
29  F.R.  13409),  in  the  last  line  of  order¬ 
ing  paragraph  (I)  delete  reference  to 
“Docket  No.  G-13770”  and  change  “G- 
20412”  to  read  “G-20413”. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[PR.  Doc.  65-403;  Piled,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.j 


[Docket  No.  CP65-194] 

CRYSTAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

January  7, 1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  24, 1964, 
Crystal  Gas  Co.  (Applicant),  Jennings, 
Okla.,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP65-194  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(a)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  an  order  of  the 
Commission  directing  Cities  Service  Gas 
Co.  (Cities  Service)  to  establish  physical 
connection  of  its  natural  gas  transmis¬ 
sion  facilities  with  the  facilities  proposed 
to  be  constructed  by  Applicant,  and  to 
sell  and  deliver  natural  gas  to  Applicant 
for  resale  and  distribution  in  the  unin¬ 
corporated  communities  of  Hill  ’n  Dale 
and  Keystone  West,  both  in  Pawnee 
County,  Okla.,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  estimated  volumes  of  natural  gas 
involved  to  meet  Applicant’s  annual  and 
peak  day  requirements  for  the  initial 
three  year  period  of  proposed  operations 
are  stated  to  be: 


First  year 

Second  year 

Third  year 

Annual  (McO-— 
Peak  day  (Mcf)__ 

7,165 

89 

8,356 

96 

9,378 

107 

No.  9 - 

-5 

The  estimated  cost  of  Applicant’s  pro¬ 
posed  distribution  system  and  2.3  miles 
of  proposed  2-inch  lateral  line  to  the  line 
of  Cities  Service  is  $63,693.14,  and  will  be 
financed  with  internal  funds. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
February  8, 1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission 
on  this  application  if  no  protest  or  peti¬ 
tion  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time 
required  herein,  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  review  of  the  matter  finds  that 
an  order  is  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  a  protest  or 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.r.  Doc.  65-405;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  RP  64-9  etc.] 

CITIES  SERVICE  GAS  CO.  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Further  Extension  of  Time; 
Correction 

December  17, 1964. 

Cities  Service  Gas  Co.,  Docket  No. 
RP64-9;  Columbian  Fuel  Corp.,  Docket 
No.  RI61-316,  RI61-518;  Cities  Service 
Oil  Co.,  Docket  No.  RI62-49,  RI63-485 
and  RI65-269.  x  . 

In  the  Notice  of  Further  Extension  of 
Time  issued  December  14,  1964  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  Decembei 
19,  1964  (F.R.  Doc.  64-13038;  29  F.R. 
18104) ;  Delete  the  reference  to  “Area 
Rate  Proceeding,  et  al.  (Hugoton  Ana- 
darko  Area) ,  Docket  Nos.  AR64-1,  et  al.” 
from  the  caption  of  the  Notice  of  Further 
Extension  of  Time  issued  December  14, 
1964. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-404;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 
8:47  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  CP65-191] 

MICHIGAN  WISCONSIN  PIPE  LINE  CO. 
Notice  of  Application 

January  7, 1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  24, 1964, 
Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co.  (Ap¬ 
plicant),  One  Woodward  Avenue,  De¬ 
troit,  Mich.,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP65-191 
an  application  pursuant  to  section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 


thorizing  the  construction  and  operation 
of  natural  gas  facilities,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  application  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public  in¬ 
spection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  seeks  authori¬ 
zation  to  construct  and  operate :  (1)  Ap¬ 
proximately  10.4  miles  of  30-inch  loop 
line  between  its  Stations  10  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin  “A”,  in  the  State  of  Illinois;  (2)  ap¬ 
proximately  14.7  miles  of  30-inch  loop 
line  between  its  Stations  Wisconsin  “A” 
and  Wisconsin  “B”,  in  the  State  of  Il¬ 
linois;  (3)  approximately  8.5  miles  of 
12-inch  loop  line  on  Applicant’s  line  ex¬ 
tending  to  Two  Rivers,  Wis.;  (4)  ap¬ 
proximately  3.3  miles  of  6-inch  loop  line 
on  Applicant’s  line  extending  to  Keokuk, 
Iowa;  and  (5)  approximately  8.3  miles 
of  8-inch  loop  line  on  Applicant’s  line 
extending  to  Grand  Haven,  Mich.  Ap¬ 
plicant  also  proposes  to  install  an  addi¬ 
tional  1,100  horsepower  of  compression 
at  its  Station  Wisconsin  “B”  in  the  State 
of  Wisconsin. 

The  application  states  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  facilities  are  required  for  the  ex¬ 
pansion  of  Applicant’s  system  capacity 
by  approximately  75,000  Mcf  per  day,  in 
order  to  enable  it  to  meet  the  contract 
nominations  of  its  customers  for  their 
existing  markets,  commencing  Septem¬ 
ber  1,  1965,  and  to  provide  reasonable 
volumes  to  meet  pending  and  future  re¬ 
quests  for  service  to  new  markets. 

The  estimated  cost  of  Applicant’s  pro¬ 
posed  facilities  is  $4,158,000,  and  will  be 
financed  with  funds  on  hand  and  funds 
generated  internally. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  be¬ 
fore  February  4, 1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  protest  or  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a 
grant  of  the  certificate  is  required  by  the 
public  convenience  and  necessity.  If  a 
protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary . 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-406;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.J 

[Project  No.  2492] 

ST.  CROIX  PAPER  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  for  License 

January  7, 1965. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  appli¬ 
cation  has  been  filed  under  the  Federal 
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Power  Act  (16  U.S.C.  791a^825r)  by  St. 
Croix  Paper  Co.  (correspondence  to:  Mr. 
F.  E.  Pearson,  Jr.,  Vice  President,  Wood¬ 
lands,  St.  Croix  Paper  Co.,  Woodland, 
Maine)  for  a  license  for  constructed 
Project  No.  2492,  known  as  the  Vanceboro 
Project,  located  on  the  East  Branch  of 
the  St.  Croix  River,  in  the  Town 
of  Vanceboro,  Washington  County, 
Maine,  in  the  vicinity  of  Vanceboro, 
Maine,  and  St.  Croix,  New  Brunswick, 
Canada. 

Applicant  proposes  construction  of  a 
new  concrete  and  earth  dam  with  spill¬ 
way,  control  gates  and  fishway  section 
and  with  an  earth  embankment  at  either 
end,  to  be  known  as  the  Vanceboro  Dam. 
The  dam  will  replace  an  existing  dam  at 
Vanceboro,  Maine,  and  will  be  used  to 
control  the  flow  of  water  from  Spednic 
Lake  to  Applicant’s  downstream  water 
power  plants  on  the  East  Branch  and  the 
St.  Croix  River.  The  reservoir  would  in¬ 
clude  only  that  portion  of  Spednic  Lake 
within  the  United  States.  According  to 
the  application,  the  current  maximum 
water  level  of  Spednic  Lake,  385.86  feet, 
mean  sea  level  datum,  will  remain  un¬ 
changed.  The  application  further  states 
that  since  the  new  Vanceboro  Dam  will 
span  the  international  river  boundary  at 
Vanceboro,  Maine-St.  Croix,  New  Bruns¬ 
wick,  Applicant  is  currently  filing  an 
application  for  International  Joint  Com¬ 
mission  approval  for  reconstruction  of 
the  Vanceboro  Dam. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  of  the  Commission  (18  CFR  1.8 
or  1.10) .  The  last  day  upon  which  pro¬ 
tests  or  petitions  may  be  filed  is 
February  25,  1965.  The  application  is 
on  file  with  the  Commission  for  public 
inspection. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  65-407;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:47  am.] 


I  Docket  No.  CP65— 192] 

TRANSWESTERN  PIPELINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

January  7, 1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  28, 1964, 
Transwestern  Pipeline  Co.  (Applicant), 
Houston,  Tex.,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP65- 
192  an  application  pursuant  to  section 
7  (c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity,  authorizing  the  installation  and 
operation  of  certain  natural  gas  facili¬ 
ties,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  seeks  au¬ 
thorization  to  install  tap  valves,  measur¬ 
ing  equipment,  and  appurtenant  facili¬ 
ties  for  the  short-term  sale  of  such 
volumes  of  natural  gas  as  Cabot  Corp. 
(Cabot) ,  the  purchaser,  may  require  and 
Applicant  may  have  available  for  deliv¬ 
ery,  up  to  30,000  Mcf  per  day  for  a  period 
ending  April  1, 1965,  or  one  month  earlier 
if  not  extended  by  mutual  agreement  of 
the  parties. 


The  estimated  cost  of  Applicant’s  pro¬ 
posed  construction  is  $3,000,  and  will  be 
borne  by  Cabot. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  February  8, 1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  protest  or  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  finds  that  a 
grant  of  the  certificate  is  required  by 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity.  If 
a  protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on 
its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  65-408;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:47  am.] 


[Docket  No.  CP65-117] 
TRUNKLINE  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

January  7, 1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  October  29,  1964, 
Trunkline  Gas  Co.  (Applicant),  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP65-117 
an  application  pursuant  to  section  7(c) 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  construction  and  opera¬ 
tion  of  facilities  and  the  sale  of  natural 
gas,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the 
application  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  seeks  authori¬ 
zation  to  increase  its  firm  sales  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  to  Consumers  Power  Co.  (Con¬ 
sumers)  from  225,000  Mcf  per  day  to 
275,000  Mcf  per  day.  Applicant  proposes 
to  make  available  an  additional  25,000 
Mcf  per  day  on  April  1,  1965,  and  a  fur¬ 
ther  increment  of  25,000  Mcf  per  day  on 
November  1,  1965,  pursuant  to  a  letter 
agreement  between  the  parties,  dated 
July  2, 1964,  amending  their  letter  agree¬ 
ment  dated  October  29, 1963. 

Applicant  seeks  further  authorization 
to  construct  and  operate  3,000  additional 
horsepower  at  its  mainline  compressor 
stations  No.  57,  Pollock,  La.;  No.  75, 
Shaw,  Miss.;  No.  93,  Dyersburg,  Tenn.; 
and  No.  113,  Johnsonville,  Ill.;  and  to 
construct  and  operate  6,000  additional 
horsepower  at  its  mainline  stations  No. 
66,  Epps,  La.,  and  No.  84,  Independence, 
Miss.;  and  to  construct  and  operate  5,400 
additional  horsepower  at  its  Station  No. 
103,  Joppa,  HI.;  2,100  additional  horse¬ 
power  at  Station  No.  210,  Kaplan,  La.; 


and  6,000  horsepower  at  a  new  com¬ 
pressor  station  to  be  designated  Station 
No.  128,  Ambia,  Ind.  Applicant  also 
seeks  authorization  to  construct  and  op¬ 
erate  one  additional  river  crossing  at  the 
Red  River,  Rapides  Parish,  La.  This 
crossing  will  consist  of  two  24 -inch  OH. 
lines. 

Estimated  cost  of  the  proposed  facili¬ 
ties  is  $16,840,000,  and  will  be  financed 
initially  from  funds  on  hand  and  short¬ 
term  bank  loans,  which  subsequently  will 
be  replaced  with  permanent  financing 
through  the  sale  of  long-term  securities. 

Applicant  states  that  it  has  adequate 
gas  supplies  to  meet  the  estimated  re¬ 
quirements  of  its  expanded  system. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  January  29, 1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  protest  or  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that 
a  grant  of  the  certificate  is  required  by 
the  public  convenience  and  necessity.  If 
a  protest  or  petition  for  leave  to  inter¬ 
vene  is  timely  filed,  or  if  the  Commission 
on  its  own  motion  believes  that  a  formal 
hearing  is  required,  further  notice  of 
such  hearing  will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Gordon  M.  Grant, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-409;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.j 


[Docket  No.  CP63-305] 

UNITED  FUEL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  To  Amend 

January  7,  1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  28,  1964, 
United  Fuel  Gas  Co.  (Applicant)  filed  in 
Docket  No.  CP63-305  an  application  to 
amend  the  order  of  the  Commission  is¬ 
sued  in  said  docket  on  August  10,  1964, 
which  order  authorized  the  sale  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas  to  Union  Oil  &  Gas,  Inc. 
(Union) . 

In  the  instant  application,  Applicant 
requests  that  ordering  paragraphs  (B) 
and  (F)  of  the  order  issued  August  10, 
1964,  in  Docket  No.  CF63-305  be  amend¬ 
ed  by  eliminating  therefrom  the  volume 
limitation  of  500  Mcf  per  day. 

The  application  states  that  deletion  of 
the  volume  limitations  is  being  sought 
since  Union  has  requested  an  increase  in 
contract  demand  from  500  to  600  Mcf 
per  day. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord- 
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Thursday,  January  14,  1965 

ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
February  8,  1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  protest  or  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  finds  that  the 
amendment  is  required  by  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity.  If  a  protest 
or  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doc.  65-410;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  CP65-189 ] 

UNITED  GAS  PIPE  LINE  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

January  7,  1965. 

Take  notice  that  on  December  28, 1964, 
United  Gas  Pipe  Line  Co.  (Applicant), 
1525  Fairfield  Avenue,  Shreveport,  La., 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP65-189  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Nat¬ 
ural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
the  construction  and  operation  of  certain 
natural  gas  facilities  for  the  sale  of  nat¬ 
ural  gas,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in 
the  application  on  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  open  to  public  inspection. 

Specifically,  Applicant  seeks  authori¬ 
zation  to  construct  and  operate  approx¬ 
imately  1.4  miles  of  4^ -inch  pipe  line, 
extending  from  Applicant’s  20-inch  Ster- 
lington-Sarepta  line  to  the  Town  of 
Homer  Municipal  Power  Plant  (Homer 
Plant) ,  and  an  orifice  meter  station  and 
appurtenant  facilities,  all  located  in 
Claiborne  Parish,  La.,  for  the  purpose  of 
supplying  the  natural  gas  requirements 
of  the  Homer  Plant. 

The  estimated  volumes  of  natural  gas 
involved  to  meet  the  annual  and  maxi¬ 
mum  day  requirements  of  the  Homer 
Plant  for  the  initial  three  year  period 
of  proposed  operations  are  stated  to  be: 


First  year 

Second  yearj 

Third  year 

Annual  (Mcf).... 
Maximum  day 

198,025 

207,325 

219,625 

(Mcf)-- . 

1,400 

1,500 

1,600 

The  estimated  cost  of  Applicant’s  pro¬ 
posed  construction  is  $41,230,  and  will  be 
financed  out  of  current  working  funds. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and 
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procedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or 
before  February  8, 1965. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without 
further  notice  before  the  Commission  on 
this  application  if  no  protest  or  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  finds  that  an 
order  is  required  by  the  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity.  If  a  protest  or 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely 
filed,  or  if  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-411;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  RI65-445] 

SUN  OIL  CO. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and 

Suspension  of  Proposed  Change  in 

Rate 

January  6,  1965. 

On  December  9,  1964,  Sun  Oil  Co. 
(Sun)  1  tendered  for  filing  a  proposed 
change  in  its  presently  effective  rate 
schedule  for  sales  of  natural  gas  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission. 
The  proposed  change,  which  constitutes 
an  increased  rate  and  charge,  1s  con¬ 
tained  in  the  following  designated  filing: 

Description:  Notice  of  Change,  dated  Sep¬ 
tember  22, 1964. 

Purchaser  and  producing  area:  South 
Texas  Natural  Gas  Gathering  Co.  (Yeary  and 
Riviera  Beach  Fields,  Kleberg  County,  Tex.) 
(R.R.  District  No.  4) . 

Rate  schedule  designation:  Supplement 
No.  2  to  Sun’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No. 
129. 

Effective  date:  January  9, 1965.2 

Amount  of  annual  Increase :  $72,960. 

Effective  rate :  17.0  cents  per  Mcf ,3  4 

Proposed  rate :  18.0  cents  per  Mcf.5 

Pressure  base:  14.65  p.s.i.a. 

Sun  requests  that  its  proposed  rate 
increase  be  permitted  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  December  1,  1964.  Good  cause 
has  not  been  shown  for  waiving  the 
30-day  notice  requirement  provided  in 
section  4(d)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  to 
permit  an  earlier  effective  date  for  Sun’s 


1  Address  is :  Post  Office  Box  2880,  Dallas, 
Tex.,  75221. 

2  The  stated  effective  date  is  the  first  day 
after  expiration  of  the  required  statutory 
notice. 

*  Permanent  certificate  issued  to  Sun  Oil 
Co.  in  Opinion  No.  422,  conditioned  to  Initial 
price  of  16.0  cents  per  Mcf.  Rate  reduction 
stayed  in  Opinion  No.  422-A.  pending  judicial 
review. 

4  Contract  rate. 

5  Periodic  rate  increase. 
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proposed  rate  filing  and  such  request  is 
denied. 

The  proposed  notice  of  change  in  rate 
filed  by  Sun  is  for  gas  sold  to  South 
Texas  Natural  Gas  Gathering  Co.  in 
Texas  Railroad  District  No.  4.  This  sale 
was  authorized  in  Opinion  No.  422  which 
imposed  a  moratorium  on  the  filing  of 
rate  increases  in  excess  of  18.0  cents  per 
Mcf  pending  the  issuance  of  a  final  de¬ 
cision  in  the  area  rate  proceeding  in 
Docket  No.  AR64-2,  or  until  January  1, 
1968,  whichever  is  earlier  (the  subject 
rate  schedule  was  not  included  in  Sun’s 
recent  settlement  offer  approved  by  the 
Commission  on  October  1,  1964,  in 
Docket  Nos.  G-8288,  et  al.).  Since  the 
proposed  increased  rate  is  only  to  18.0 
cents  per  Mcf  it  is  permitted  to  be  filed 
under  the  aforementioned  moratorium 
provision,  and  is  suspended  herein  be¬ 
cause  it  exceeds  the  applicable  14.0  cents 
per  Mcf  ceiling  for  increased  rates  for 
the  area  involved  as  set  forth  in  the 
Commission’s  Statement  of  General  Pol¬ 
icy  No.  61-1,  as  amended  (18  CFR  Ch.  I, 
Part  2,  §  2.56). 

The  proposed  changed  rate  and  charge 
may  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  unduly 
discriminatory,  or  preferential,  or  other¬ 
wise  unlawful. 

The  Commission  finds;  It  is  necessary 
and  proper  in  the  public  interest  and  to 
aid  in  the  enforcement  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  enter  upon  a  hearing  concerning 
the  lawfulness  of  the  proposed  change, 
and  that  Supplement  No.  2  to  Sun’s  FPC 
Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  129  be  suspended 
and  the  use  thereof  deferred  as  herein¬ 
after  ordered. 

The  Commission  orders: 

(A)  Pursuant  to  the  authority  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sections  4 
and  15  thereof,  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure,  and  the  regu¬ 
lations  under  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (18 
CFR  Ch.  I),  a  public  hearing  shall  be 
held  upon  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  notice 
from  the  Secretary  concerning  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  proposed  increased  rate 
and  charge  contained  in  Supplement  No. 
2  to  Sun’s  FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No. 
129. 

(B)  Pending  such  hearing  and  deci¬ 
sion  thereon.  Supplement  No.  2  to  Sun’s 
FPC  Gas  Rate  Schedule  No.  129  is  hereby 
suspended  and  the  use  thereof  deferred 
until  June  9,  1965,  and  thereafter  until 
such  further  time  as  it  is  made  effective 
in  the  manner  prescribed  by  the  Natural 
Gas  Act. 

(C)  Neither  the  supplement  hereby 
suspended,  nor  the  rate  schedule  sought 
to  be  altered  thereby,  shall  be  changed 
until  this  proceeding  has  been  disposed 
of  or  until  the  period  of  suspension  has 
expired,  unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission. 

(D)  Notices  of  intervention  or  peti¬ 
tions  to  intervene  may  be  filed  with  the 
Federal  Power  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  20426,  in  accordance  with  the  rules 
of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR  1.8 
and  1.37(f))  on  or  before  February  24, 
1965. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Gordon  M.  Grant, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-415;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:48  a.m.] 


510 


NOTICES 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Pile  No.  811-191] 

SECOND  INVESTORS  CORP. 

Notice  of  Proposal  To  Terminate 
Registration 

January  8, 1965. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission  (“Com¬ 
mission”)  on  its  own  motion  proposes  to 
declare  by  order,  pursuant  to  section  8(f) 
of  the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(“Act”),  that  Second  Investors  Corp. 
(“Second  Investors”) ,  32  Custom  House 
Street,  Providence,  R.I.,  has  ceased  to  be 
an  investment  company. 

Second  Investors  registered  as  a  closed- 
end  diversified  management  investment 
company  under  section  8(a)  of  the  Act 
by  notification  of  registration  filed  on 
October  31,  1940.  On  August  8,  1941, 
Second  Investors  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  an  application  for  an  order  under 
section  8(f)  of  the  Act  declaring  that  it 
had  ceased  to  be  an  investment  company. 
In  its  application  Second  Investors  stated 
that  the  company  was  in  the  process  of 
liquidation  and  that  an  initial  liquidating 
dividend  had  been  declared,  payable  on 
or  after  July  9, 1941. 

Second  Investors  subsequently 
amended  the  aforesaid  application  to  re¬ 
quest  an  exemption,  pursuant  to  section 
6(c)  of  the  Act  from  the  registration  re¬ 
quirements  of  section  8(b)  of  the  Act. 
By  order  dated  September  4,  1941,  the 
Commission  exempted  Second  Investors 
from  the  requirements  of  section  8(b)  of 
the  Act,  but  denied  Second  Investors’ 
application  for  an  order  under  section 
8(f)  of  the  Act.  The  Commission  stated, 
however,  that  its  denial  of  Second  In¬ 
vestors’  application  for  a  section  8(f) 
order  was  without  prejudice  to  a  renewal 
of  the  application  upon  final  distribution 
of  assets  to  Second  Investors’  sharehold¬ 
ers.  No  renewal  of  the  application  was 
ever  made  by  Second  Investors.  The 
Commission  has  been  advised  by  letter 
dated  December  3,  1964,  from  the  Office 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the  State  of 
Rhode  Island  that  Second  Investors  was 
dissolved  by  a  decree  of  Superior  Court 
for  Providence  County  of  the  State  of 
Rhode  Island  on  October  5,  1943.  The 
Commission  has  been  advised  by  letter 
dated  December  17,  1964,  that  official 
records  of  the  Superior  Court  indicate 
that  upon  dissolution  Second  Investors 
proposed  to  distribut?  its  net  assets 
ratably  among  its  shareholders. 

Section  8(f)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  when  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  on  its  motion,  finds  that  a  registered 
investment  company  has  ceased  to  be  an 
investment  company,  it  shall  so  declare 
by  order,  and  that  upon  the  taking  effect 
of  such  order  the  registration  of  such 
company  shall  cease  to  be  in  effect. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  January 
29, 1965,  at  5:30  pan.,  submit  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  writing  a  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by  a 
statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  inter¬ 


est,  the  reason  for  such  request  and  the 
issues  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be 
controverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he 
be  notified  if  the  Commission  shall  order 
a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communi¬ 
cation  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (air  mail  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing)  upon  applicant  at  the 
address  stated  above.  Proof  of  such 
service  (by  affidavit  or  in  the  case  of  an 
attorney-at-law  by  certificate)  shall  be 
filed  contemporaneously  with  the  request. 
At  any  time  after  said  date,  as  provided 
by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and  regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act,  an  order 
disposing  of  the  motion  may  be  issued  by 
the  Commission  upon  the  basis  of  the 
information  stated  in  this  notice,  unless 
an  order  for  hearing  upon  this  motion 
shall  be  issued  upon  request  or  upon  the 
Commission’s  direction. 

For  the  Commission  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-396:  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.j 


[File  No.  24A-1680] 

FERGUSON  &  ASSOCIATES,  INC. 

Notice  and  Order  for  Hearing 

January  8, 1965. 

I.  Ferguson  &  Associates,  Inc.  (issuer) , 
4470  Westfield  Drive  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga., 
30305,  a  Georgia  corporation,  filed  with 
the  Commission  on  July  22,  1963,  a  noti¬ 
fication,  offering  circular  and  other  ex¬ 
hibits  relating  to  a  proposed  offering  of 
180  units  consisting  of  $180,000  principal 
amount  of  7  percent  subordinated  deben¬ 
tures  and  18,000  shares  of  its  $0.01  par 
value  Class  A  common  stock  at  $0.01  per 
share  for  an  aggregate  of  $180,180,  for 
the  purpose  of  obtaining  an  exemption 
from  the  registration  requirements  of  the 
Securities  Act  of  1933,  as  amended,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  section  3(b) 
and  Regulation  A  promulgated  there¬ 
under.  The  offering  was  commenced  on 
November  19,  1963.  A  report  on  Form 
2-A  was  filed  June  18,  1964,  and  there¬ 
after  amended  July  14  and  23,  1964.  A 
revised  offering  circular  was  filed  October 
5,  1964,  but  has  not  been  amended. 

II.  The  Commission  on  December  7, 
1964,  issued  an  order  pursuant  to  Rule 
261  of  the  general  rules  and  regulations 
under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as 
amended,  temporarily  suspending  the 
issuer’s  exemption  under  Regulation  A, 
and  affording  to  any  person  having  any 
interest  therein  an  opportunity  to  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing.  A  written  request  for  a 
hearing  has  been  received  by  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

The  Commission  deems  it  necessary 
and  appropriate  that  a  hearing  be  held 
for  the  purpose  of  determining  whether 
it  should  vacate  the  temporary  suspen¬ 
sion  order  or  enter  an  order  of  perma¬ 
nent  suspension  in  this  matter. 

It  is  hereby  ordered,  Pursuant  to  Rule 
261  of  the  general  rules  and  regulations 


under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933,  as 
amended,  that  a  hearing  be  held  at  10:00 
a.m.,  e.s.t.,  on  February  4,  1965,  at  the 
Atlanta  Regional  Office,  Suite  138,  1371 
Peachtree  Street  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  with 
respect  to  the  matters  set  forth  in  Sec¬ 
tion  II  of  the  Commission’s  order  dated 
December  7,  1964,  which  temporarily 
suspended  the  Regulation  A  exemption  of 
Ferguson  &  Associates,  Inc.,  without 
prejudice,  however,  to  the  specification 
of  additional  issues  which  may  be  pre¬ 
sented  in  these  proceedings. 

HI.  It  is  further  ordered,  That  Sidney 
L.  Feiler,  or  any  other  officer  or  officers 
of  the  Commission  designated  by  it  for 
that  purpose,  shall  preside  at  the  hear¬ 
ing;  that  any  officer  or  officers  so  desig¬ 
nated  to  preside  at  any  such  hearing  are 
hereby  authorized  to  exercise  all  the 
powers  granted  to  the  Commission  under 
sections  19(b),  21  and  22(c)  of  the  Secu¬ 
rities  Act  of  1933,  as  amended,  and  to 
hearing  officers  under  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Commission  shall  serve  a  copy 
of  this  order  by  certified  mail  on  Fergu¬ 
son  &  Associates,  Inc.,  and  that  notice 
of  the  entering  of  this  order  shall  be 
given  to  all  persons  by  general  release 
of  the  Commission  and  by  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register.  Any  person  who 
desires  to  be  heard  or  otherwise  wishes 
to  participate  in  the  hearing  shall  file 
with  the  Commission  on  or  before  Feb¬ 
ruary  2,  1965,  a  request  relative  thereto 
as  provided  in  Rule  9(c)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  of  practice. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[FJt.  Doc.  65-397;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:47  a.m.] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  335] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  ALTERNATE  ROUTE 
DEVIATION  NOTICES 

January  8,  1965. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  operate  over  deviation  routes 
for  operating  convenience  only  have  been 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  under  the  Commission’s  Devia¬ 
tion  Rules  Revised,  1957  (49  CFR  211.1 
(c)  (8) )  and  notice  thereof  to  all  inter¬ 
ested  persons  is  hereby  given  as  provided 
in  such  rules  (49  CFR  211.1(d)(4)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  the  manner  and 
form  provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR 
211.1(e))  at  any  time,  but  will  not  op¬ 
erate  to  stay  commencement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  operations  unless  filed  within  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  the  Commission’s 
Deviation  Rules  Revised,  1957,  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification  and  protests  if  any 
should  refer  to  such  letter-notices  by 
number. 


) 


Thursday ,  January  14,  1965 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  504  (Sub-No.  1)  (Deviation 
No.  2) ,  HARPER  MOTOR  LINES,  INC., 
Post  Office  Box  781,  Elberton,  Ga.,  filed 
December  14,  1964.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  Between  Atlanta,  Ga., 
and  Valdosta,  Ga.,  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75,  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  pertinent  service 
routes  as  follows:  (1)  Prom  Atlanta 
over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Macon,  Ga., 
(2)  from  Atlanta  over  Georgia  High¬ 
way  12  to  junction  Georgia  Highway 
142,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway  142 
to  Eatonton,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  129  to  Macon,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  41  to  junction  Georgia  High¬ 
way  247,  thence  over  Georgia  Highway 
247  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  341,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  341  to  Hawkinsville, 
Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  129  to 
Lakeland,  Ga.,  thence  over  Georgia 
Highway  37  to  Homerville,  Ga.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  84  to  Waycross,  Ga, 
and  (3)  from  Ray  City,  Ga.,  over  Georgia 
Highway  125  to  Valdosta,  and  return 
over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  28478  (Deviation  No.  4), 
GREAT  LAKES  EXPRESS  CO.,  172 
Davenport  Street,  Saginaw,  Mich.,  filed 
December  28,  1964.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  Between  Detroit,  Mich., 
and  Port  Huron,  Mich.,  over  Interstate 
Highway  94,  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  car¬ 
rier  is  presently  authorized  to  transport 
the  same  commodities  over  pertinent 
service  routes  as  follows:  (1)  Prom  De¬ 
troit  over  Michigan  Highway  53  to  Bad 
Axe,  Mich.,  and  (2)  from  Port  Huron 
over  Michigan  Highway  21  to  Lapeer, 
Mich.,  and  return  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  29555  (Deviation  No.  9), 
BRIGGS  TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  2360 
West  County  Road  C,  St.  Paul,  Minn., 
55113,  filed  December  23,  1964.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  Woodstock,  HI., 
over  Illinois  Highway  47  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  20,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  20 
to  junction  Illinois  Highway  53,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
Prom  Woodstock  over  U.S.  Highway  14 
to  junction  Illinois  Highway  53,  thence 
over  Illinois  Highway  53  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  20,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

No.  MC  32474  (Deviation  No.  7) ,  KEE- 
SHIN  TRANSPORT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  3131 
Douglas  Road,  Toledo  6,  Ohio,  filed  De¬ 
cember  14,  1964.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  Between  Milwaukee,  Wis., 
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and  junction  U.S.  Highways  41  and  45 
north  of  Oshkosh,  Wis.,  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  41,  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  the 
same  commodities  over  a  pertinent  serv¬ 
ice  route  as  follows:  From  Chicago,  Ill., 
over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Milwaukee, 
thence  over  Wisconsin  Highway  145  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  45,  thence  over 
UJS.  Highway  45  to  Fond  du  Lac,  thence 
over  Wisconsin  Highway  175  to  junction 
UJS.  Highway  41,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  41  to  Oshkosh,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  45  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  8, 
thence  over  US.  Highway  8  to  Rhine¬ 
lander,  Wis.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

No.  MC  42487  (Deviation  No. 
3),  CONSOLIDATED  FREIGHTWAYS 
CORPORATION  OF  DELAWARE,  Post 
Office  Box  5138,  Chicago,  Ill.,  60680,  filed 
December  28,  1964.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  Between  Springfield,  Mass., 
and  New  Haven,  Conn.,  over  Interstate 
Highway  91,  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the 
carrier  is  presently  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  the  same  commodities  over  a  perti¬ 
nent  service  route  as  follows:  From  New 
Haven  over  U.S.  Highway  5  to  Hartford, 
Conn.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  5  and 
5 A  to  Springfield,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

No.  MC  65660  (Deviation  No.  3) ,  WAR¬ 
NER  &  SMITH  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC., 
Post  Office  Box  136,  Walnut  and  Shen- 
ango  Streets,  Sharpsville,  Pa.,  filed  De¬ 
cember  23,  1964.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  Between  Akron,  Ohio, 
and-  junction  Interstate  Highway  80  and 
Pennsylvania  Highway  8,  over  Interstate 
Highway  80,  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the 
carrier  is  presently  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  the  same  commodities  over  perti¬ 
nent  service  routes  as  follows:  Between 
Akron,  Ohio,  and  Youngstown,  Ohio, 
over  Ohio  Highway  18;  between  Youngs¬ 
town,  Ohio,  and  Mercer,  Pa.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  62 ;  between  Mercer  and  Harris- 
ville,  Pa.,  over  Pennsylvania  Highway  8. 

No.  MC  75295  (Deviation  No.  5) ,  EAST 
COAST  FREIGHT  LINES,  3005  West 
Marshall  Street,  Richmond  30,  Va.,  filed 
December  29,  1964.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  Between  Richmond,  Va.,  and 
New  York,  N.Y.,  over  Interstate  Highway 
95,  for  operating  convenience  only.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  to  transport  the  same 
commodities  over  pertinent  service  routes 
as  follows:  (1)  From  Richmond  over  U.S. 
Highway  1  to  New  York,  (2)  from  Rich¬ 
mond  over  U.S.  Highway  1  to  Baltimore, 
Md.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  40  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  13,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  13  to  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  1  to  New  York, 
(3)  from  Richmond  over  U.S.  Highway  1 
to  Baltimore,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
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40  to  junction  UJS.  Highway  130,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  130  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  1,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  1 
to  New  York,  (4)  from  junction  UJS. 
Highway  1  and  Virginia  Highway  350 
near  the  Virginia-District  of  Columbia 
boundary  line,  over  Virginia  Highway  350 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  1  and  Virginia 
Highway  350  north  of  Woodbridge,  Va., 
(5)  from  Richmond  over  U.S.  Highway 
301  via  junction  Washington-Annapolis  ' 
Highway  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  50 
(also  from  junction  U.S.  Highway  301 
and  Washington-Annapolis  Highway 
over  Washington-Annapolis  Highway  to 
junction  UJS.  Highway  50),  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  50  via  Chesapeake  Bay 
Bridge  to  Queenstown,  Md.,  thence  over 
Maryland  Highway  18  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  213,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
213  to  junction  Maryland  Highway  300, 
thence  over  Maryland  Highway  300  to  the 
Maryland-Delaware  State  line,  thence 
over  Delaware  Highway  300  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  13,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  13  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  40,  (6) 
from  junction  U.S.  Highways  50  and  301. 
over  U.S.  Highway  301  to  Baltimore,  (7) 
from  junction  U.S.  Highway  1  and  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  207,  over  Virginia  High¬ 
way  207  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  301, 
and  (8)  from  Washington,  D.C.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
301,  and  return  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  95265  (Deviation  No.  4) ,  ROB¬ 
ERTSON  TRANSPORTATION  CO.  INC. 
AND  ROBERTSON  TRANSPORTATION 
CO.  INC.,  OPERATOR  OF  TERMINAL 
WAREHOUSE  &  STORAGE  COMPANY. 
INC.,  1000  Robertson  Road,  Madison, 
Wis.,  53704,  filed  December  30,  1964. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general 
commodities,  with  certain  exceptions, 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
junction  Interstate  Highways  90  and  94 
east  of  Madison,  Wis.,  over  Interstate 
Highway  90  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20 
east  of  Rockford,  Ill.,  thence  west  over 
US.  Highway  20  to  Rockford,  HI.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  for  op¬ 
erating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  to  transport  the  same 
commodities  over  pertinent  service  routes 
as  follows:  From  Orfordville,  Wis., 
over  Wisconsin  Highway  213  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  14  at  Evansville, 
Wis.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  14  to 
Madison:  from  Orfordville  over  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  11  to  Janesville;  from 
Orfordville  over  Wisconsin  Highway  11 
to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway  81  near 
Brodhead,  Wis.;  from  junction  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Highways  81  and  11  near  Brodhead, 
Wis.,  over  Wisconsin  Highway  81  to  Be¬ 
loit;  from  junction  Wisconsin  Highway 
81  and  Green  County  Highway  T,  over 
Green  County  Highway  T  to  the  Wis- 
consin-Illinois  State  line,  thence  over 
unnumbered  highway  via  Durand,  Ill. 
to  junction  Illinois  Highway  70  and 
thence  over  Illinois  Highway  70  to  Rock¬ 
ford,  and  return  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  106573  (Deviation  No.  1), 
GAFFNEY  MOTOR  FREIGHT,  INC., 
724  South  Columbus  Street,  Lancaster, 
Ohio,  filed  December  14,  1964.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
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with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  Between  Columbus, 
Ohio,  and  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  71,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Columbus  over  U.S.  Highway  33  to 
-  Lancaster,  Ohio,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  22  to  Cincinnati,  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

No.  MC  114019  (Sub-No.  22)  (Devia¬ 
tion  No.  1),  MIDWEST  EMERY 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  7000  South 
Pulaski  Road,  Chicago,  Ill.,  60629,  filed 
December  18,  1964.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier ,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Chicago,  Ill.,  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  90  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  94  near  Madison,  Wis., 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  94  to 
Minneapolis-St.  Paul,  Minn.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over 
pertinent  service  routes  as  follows:  From 
La  Crosse,  Wis.,  over  U.S.  Highway  14  to 
Madison,  Wis.,  and  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  18  to  Milwaukee:  from  La 
Crosse  over  Wisconsin  Highway  35  to 
junction  Wisconsin  Highway  171;  from 
junction  Wisconsin  Highways  35  and  171 
over  Wisconsin  Highway  171  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  61,  and  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  61  to  Boscobel,  Wis.;  from  De 
Soto,  Wis.,  over  Wisconsin  Highway  82  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  14;  from  Viroqua, 
Wis.,  over  Wisconsin  Highway  82  to  La 
Farge,  Wis.,  thence  over  Wisconsin  High¬ 
way  131  to  Steuben,  Wis.;  from  Viroqua, 
Wis.,  over  Wisconsin  Highway  56  to 
Viola;  from  Cashton,  Wis.,  over  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Highway  27  to  Prairie  du  Chien,  Wis.; 
from  Prairie  du  Chien  over  U.S.  Highway 
18  to  Madison;  from  Prairie  du  Chien 
over  Wisconsin  Highway  60  to  Gotham, 
Wis.;  from  Steuben  over  Crawford 
County  Highway  E  to  junction  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Highway  27 ;  from  Steuben  over  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  179  to  junction  Wiscon¬ 
sin  Highway  27;  from  Lone  Rock,  Wis., 
over  Wisconsin  Highway  130  to  junction 
Wisconsin  Highway  137,  thence  over 
Wisconsin  Highway  137  to  junction  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  80,  and  thence  over  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  80  to  Richland  Center, 
Wis.;  from  Cashton  over  Wisconsin 
Highway  33  to  La  Crosse,  Wis.;  from 
Minneapolis  over  city  streets  to  St.  Paul, 
Minn. 

Thence  over  U.S.  Highway  61  via  Hast¬ 
ings,  Minn.,  to  La  Crosse  (also  from  Min¬ 
neapolis  over  Minnesota  Highway  55  to 
Hastings,  Minn.,  also  from  St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  over  Minnesota  Highway  49,  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  56,  or  U.S.  Highway  52 
to  junction  Minnesota  Highway  55, 
thence  over  Minnesota  Highway  55  to 
Hastings,  Minn.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  61  to  La  Crosse) ;  from  La  Crosse 
over  UB.  Highway  16  to  Pewaukee,  Wis., 
and  thence  over  Wisconsin  Highway  190 
to  Milwaukee ;  from  La  Crosse  over  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  35  to  Prairie  du  Chien; 
from  La  Crosse,  over  U.S.  Highway  53  to 
Eau  Claire;  from  La  Crosse  over  UB. 


Highway  14  to  Chicago;  from  Prairie  du 
Chien  over  Wisconsin  Highway  35  to  the 
Wisconsin-Illinois  State  line,  thence  over 
Illinois  Highway  35  to  East  Dubuque, 
Ill.,  and  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  20  to 
Chicago;  from  Portage  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  51  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  12, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  12  to  White- 
water,  Wis.,  and  thence  over  Wisconsin 
Highway  89  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
14;  from  Wisconsin  Dells  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  12  to  Madison;  from  Oconomowoc 
over  Wisconsin  Highway  67  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  18,  and  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  18  to  Milwaukee;  from  West 
Salem  over  La  Crosse  County  Highway  B 
to  Medary,  Wis.;  from  junction  U.S. 
Highways  12  and  18  over  U.S.  Highway 
18  to  junction  Wisconsin  Highway  67; 
from  junction  U.S.  Highway  18  and  U.S. 
Highway  16  over  U.S.  Highway  16  to 
junction  Wisconsin  Highway  190,  at  Pe¬ 
waukee;  and  return  over  the  same  routes. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  1515  (Deviation  No.  212) 
(Cancels  Deviation  No.  11),  GREY¬ 
HOUND  LINES,  INC.  (CENTRAL 
GREYHOUND  LINES  DIVISION),  210 
East  Ninth  Street,  Fort  Worth,  Tex.,  filed 
December  14,  1964.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their  baggage, 
and  express,  newspapers  and  mail,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers  over  a  de¬ 
viation  route  as  follows:  Between  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  30  and  Interstate 
Highway  25,  west  of  Cheyenne,  Wyo.,  and 
Denver,  Colo.,  over  Interstate  Highway 
25,  for  operating  convenience  only.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  to  transport  passengers 
and  the  same  property  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  Denver, 
over  U.S.  Highway  85  to  Cheyenne,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  1515  (Deviation  No.  213) 
(Cancels  Deviation  No.  2),  GREY¬ 
HOUND  LINES,  INC.  (EASTERN  GREY¬ 
HOUND  LINES  DIVISION),  1400  West 
Third  Street,  Cleveland,  Ohio,  44113, 
filed  December  16,  1964.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their 
baggage,  and  express,  newspapers,  and 
mail,  in  the  same  vehicle  with  passen¬ 
gers,  over  deviation  routes  as  follows: 
(1)  From  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  over  city 
streets  to  the  Schuylkill  Expressway, 
thence  over  the  Schuylkill  Expressway  to 
junction  Butler  Pike,  thence  over  But¬ 
ler  Pike  via  Conshohocken,  Pa.,  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  422,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  422  to  Interchange  No.  25  (Nor¬ 
ristown  Interchange)  of  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Turnpike,  thence  over  the  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Turnpike  to  junction  Northeast 
Extension  of  the  Pennsylvania  Turnpike, 
thence  over  Northeast  Extension  of  the 
Pennsylvania  Turnpike  to  Interchange 
No.  38  at  junction  U.S.  Highway  11  in 
South  Abington  Township,  (2)  from 
Philadelphia  over  city  streets  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  422,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  422  to  Interchange  No.  25  (Nor¬ 
ristown  Interchange)  of  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Turnpike,  thence  over  the  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Turnpike  to  junction  Northeast 
Extension  of  the  Pennsylvania  Turnpike, 
thence  over  Northeast  Extension  of  the 


Pennsylvania  Turnpike  to  Interchange 
No.  38  at  junction  UB.  Highway  ll  m 
South  Abington  Township,  (3)  from 
junction  Interchange  No.  33  of  the 
Northeast  Extension  of  the  Pennsylvania 
Turnpike  and  U.S.  Highway  22,  over 
U.S.  Highway  22  to  junction  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  512,  thence  over  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  512  to  junction  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  115,  (4)  from  junction 
Interchange  No.  34  of  the  Northeast  Ex¬ 
tension  of  the  Pennsylvania  Turnpike 
and  U.S.  Highway  209,  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  209  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  611, 

(5)  from  junction  Interchange  No.  35  of 
the  Northeast  Extension  of  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Turnpike  and  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  940  over  Pennsylvania  Highway  940 
to  junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  115, 

(6)  from  junction  Interchange  No.  36  of 
the  Northeast  Extension  of  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Turnpike  and  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  115  over  Pennsylvania  Highway  115 
to  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa.,  and  (7)  from  junc¬ 
tion  Interchange  No.  37  of  the  Northeast 
Extension  of  the  Pennsylvania  Turnpike 
and  Pennsylvania  Highway  315  over 
Pennsylvania  Highway  315  to  Scranton, 
Pa.,  and  return  over  the  same  routes, 
for  operating  convenience  only. 

The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier 
is  presently  authorized  to  transport  pas¬ 
sengers  and  the  same  property  over  per¬ 
tinent  service  routes  as  follows :  (1)  From 
Towanda,  Pa.,  over  U.S.  Highway  6  via 
Osterhout,  Pa.,  to  Scranton,  (2)  from 
Wilkes-Barre  over  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  115  to  Kingston,  Pa.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  11  via  West  Pittston,  Pa., 
and  Scranton,  to  Hallstead,  Pa.,  (3)  from 
New  Milford,  Pa.,  over  U.S.  Highway  106 
to  Montrose,  Pa.,  thence  over  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  29  to  Tunkhannock,  Pa., 
(4)  from  West  Pittston  over  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  92  to  Osterhout,  (5)  from 
Baltimore,  Md.,  over  U.S.  Highway  1  to 
Lansdowne,  Pa.,  thence  over  unnumbered 
highway  to  Philadelphia,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  611  via  East  Stroudsburg 
and  Stroudsburg,  Pa.,  to  Daleville,  Pa., 
thence  over  Pennsylvania  Highway  502 
to  junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  307, 
thence  over  Pennsylvania  Highway  307 
to  Scranton,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
11  to  Northumberland,  Pa.,  (6)  from 
Swiftwater,  Pa.,  over  Pennsylvania  High¬ 
way  940  to  Blakeslee,  Pa.,  thence  over 
Pennsylvania  Highway  115  to  Kingston, 

(7)  from  Blakeslee  Corners,  Pa.,  over 
Pennsylvania  Highway  115  to  Saylors- 
burg,  Pa.,  thence  over  Pennsylvania 
Highway  12  to  Stockertown,  Pa.,  thence 
over  Pennsylvania  Highway  115  to 
Easton,  Pa.,  (8)  from  Bartonsville.  Pa., 
over  Pennsylvania  Highway  112  to  Say- 
lorsburg,  (9)  from  Wilkes-Barre  over 
unnumbered  highway  to  Pittston,  Pa„ 

(10)  from  Dupont,  Pa.,  over  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  315  to  Wilkes-Barre, 

(11)  from  East  Stroudsburg  over  U.S. 
Highway  209  to  junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  196  (formerly  Pennsylvania 
Highway  190)  thence  over  Pennsylvania 
Highway  196  to  junction  Pennsylvania 
Highway  90,  thence  over  Pennsylvania 
Highway  90  to  Paradise  Valley,  Pa., 
thence  over  Pennsylvania  Highway  196 
(formerly  Pennsylvania  Highway  615)  to 
Mount  Pocono,  Pa.,  and  (12)  from  junc¬ 
tion  new  U.S.  Highway  611  and  old  U.S. 
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Highway  611,  one  and  four-tenths  miles 
south  of  Pipersville,  Pa.,  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  611  to  junction  old  U.S.  Highway 
6ii,  eight-tenths  mile  north  of  Ottsville, 
Pa.,  and  return  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  1515  (Deviation  No.  214), 
GREYHOUND  LINES,  INC.  (EASTERN 
DIVISION),  1400  West  Third  Street, 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  44113,  filed  December  21, 
1964.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  and  ex¬ 
press,  newspapers,  and  mail,  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  Prom  junction  U.S. 
Highway  21  and  Ohio  Highway  176 
(southeast  of  Ghent,  Ohio)  over  U.S. 
Highway  21  to  Massillon,  Ohio,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  passengers  and  the  same 
property  over  pertinent  service  routes  as 
follows:  (1)  From  Cleveland  over  Ohio 
Highway  8  via  Bedford  and  Akron,  Ohio, 
to  Dover,  Ohio;  (2)  from  Cleveland  over 
Ohio  Highway  176  to  junction  Rockside 
Road,  thence  over  Rockside  Road  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  21,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  21  to  junction  Ohio  High¬ 
way  176,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway  176 
to  junction  Ohio  Highway  18,  thence  over 
Ohio  Highway  18  to  Akron,  Ohio  (also 
from  Cleveland,  over  Ohio  Highway  176 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  21) ;  (3)  from 
Massillon  over  U.S.  Highway  30  to  Can¬ 
ton;  (4)  from  Richfield  over  Ohio  High¬ 
way  303  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  176; 
(5)  from  junction  Ohio  Highway  176  and 
Oaks  Road  over  Oaks  Road  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  21;  and  (6)  from  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  over  new  U.S.  Highway  21 
(Willow  Freeway)  to  junction  Rockside 
Road,  just  north  of  Independence  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  1515  (Deviation  No.  215), 
GREYHOUND  LINES,  INC.  (EASTERN 
DIVISION),  1400  West  Third  Street, 
Cleveland,  Ohio,  44113,  filed  December 
30, 1964.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  and  ex¬ 
press,  newspapers,  and  mail,  in  the  same 
vehicle  with  passengers  over  deviation 
routes  as  follows:  (1)  From  the  junction 
of  Old  U.S.  Highway  21  and  Interstate 
Highway  77  (New  U.S.  Highway  21)  ap¬ 
proximately  2  miles  north  of  Richfield, 
Ohio,  over  Interstate  Highway  77  (New 
U.S.  Highway  21)  to  the  junction  of 
Interstate  Highway  77  and  Ohio  Highway 
176,  southeast  of  Ghent,  Ohio;  (2)  from 
Akron,  Ohio,  over  Interstate  Highway  77 
to  junction  Ohio  Highway  764,  thence 
over  Ohio  Highway  764  to  Arlington 
Road,  thence  over  Arlington  Road  to 
junction  of  Arlington  Road  -and  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  77  (north  of  East  Lib¬ 
erty),  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
77  to  Canton,  Ohio,  (3)  from  Strasburg, 
Ohio,  over  U.S.  Highway  21  to  junction 
of  U.S.  Highway  21  and  Interstate  High¬ 
way  77,  south  of  Strasburg,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  77  to  junction  U.S, 
Highway  21,  west  of  New  Philadelphia, 
Ohio,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  21  to 
New  Philadelphia,  (4)  from  Dover,  Ohio, 
over  Ohio  Highway  39  to  junction  of 
Ohio  Highway  39  and  Interstate  High¬ 
way  77  west  of  Dover;  (5)  from  the  junc¬ 


tion  of  Old  U.S.  Highway  21  and  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  77  (New  US.  Highway  21) 
approximately  1.5  miles  south  of  North 
Salem,  Ohio,  over  Interstate  Highway  77 
to  junction  Old  U.S.  Highway  21  at  Byes- 
ville,  Ohio,  (6)  from  Cambridge,  Ohio, 
over  U.S.  Highway  22  to  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  22  and  Interstate  Highway  77 
northeast  of  Cambridge;  and  (7)  from 
Cambridge  over  U.S.  Highway  40  to 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  40  and  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  77  east  of  Cambridge,  and 
return  over  the  same  routes,  for  oper¬ 
ating  convenience  only. 

The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier 
is  presently  authorized  to  transport  pas¬ 
sengers  and  the  same  property  over 
pertinent  service  routes  as  follows:  (1) 
From  Cleveland  over  Ohio  Highway  8 
via  Bedford  and  Akron,  Ohio,  to  Dover, 
Ohio,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  250  to 
New  Philadelphia,  Ohio;  (2)  from  Cleve¬ 
land  over  Ohio  Highway  176  to  junction 
Rockside  Road,  thence  over  Rockside 
Road  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  21,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  21  to  junction  Ohio 
Highway  176,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway 
176  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  18,  thence 
over  Ohio  Highway  18  to  Akron,  Ohio, 
thence  over  Ohio  Highway  5  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  21,  and  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  21  via  Navarre,  Dover,  and  New 
Philadelphia,  Ohio,  to  Marietta  (also 
from  Cleveland  over  Ohio  Highway  176 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  21) ;  (3)  from 
Massillon  over  U.S.  Highway  30  to  Can¬ 
ton;  (4)  from  Richfield  over  Ohio  High¬ 
way  303  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  176; 
(5)  from  junction  Ohio  Highway  176 
and  Oaks  Road  over  Oaks  Road  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  21;  and  (6)  from 
Cleveland  over  New  U.S.  Highway  21 
(Willow  Freeway)  to  junction  Rockside 
Road  just  north  of  Independence  and 
return  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  110265  (Deviation  No.  4), 
KENTUCKY  BUS  LINES,  INC.,  615 
North  Ninth  Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  Car¬ 
rier’s  attorney:  B.  W.  LaTourette,  Suite 
1230,  Boatmen’s  Bank  Building,  St.  Louis, 
Mo.,  63102,  filed  December  14, 1964.  Car¬ 
rier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  passengers 
and  their  baggage  and  express  and  news¬ 
papers,  in  the  same  vehicle  with  pas¬ 
sengers  over  a  deviation  route  as  follows: 

(1)  From  junction  Western  Kentucky 
Parkway  and  Kentucky  Highway  259,  ap¬ 
proximately  one  mile  south  of  Leitchfield, 
Ky.,  over  Western  Kentucky  Parkway,  to 
junction  Kentucky  Highway  91,  approxi¬ 
mately  one  mile  north  of  Princeton,  Ky., 
and  over  the  following  access  routes  (a) 
from  junction  Western  Kentucky  Park¬ 
way  and  U.S.  Highway  231  over  U.S. 
Highway  231  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
62,  (b)  from  junction  Western  Kentucky 
Parkway  and  U.S.  Highway  431,  over  U.S. 
Highway  431  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
62,  (c)  from  junction  Western  Kentucky 
Parkway  and  Kentucky  Highway  109 
over  Kentucky  Highway  109  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  62,  and  (d)  from  junction 
Western  Kentucky  Parkway  and  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  91  over  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  91  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  62,  and 

(2)  from  junction  U.S.  Highway  62  and 
New  U.S.  Highway  41  over  New  UB. 
Highway  41  to  junction  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  85,  thence  over  Kentucky  Highway 


85  to  junction  Alternate  U.S.  Highway  41 
(formerly  U.S.  Highway  41)  at  Madison- 
ville,  Ky.,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes,  for  operating  convenience  only. 
The  notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is 
presently  authorized  to  transport  pas¬ 
sengers  and  the  same  property  over 
pertinent  service  routes  as  follows:  (1) 
From  Louisville,  Ky.,  over  Kentucky 
Highway  61  to  Boston,  Ky.,  thence  over 
UJS.  Highway  62  via  Nortonville  and 
Kuttawa,  Ky.,  to  Paducah,  Ky.,  and  (2) 
from  Nortonville  over  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  41  (formerly  U.S.  Highway  41) 
to  Madisonville,  and  return  over  the  same 
routes. 

No.  MC  124732  (Sub-No.  3)  (Deviation 
No.  2),  SHER-WILL  CORP.,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  FAIRFIELD  COUNTY  AIR¬ 
PORT  SERVICE,  83  Wall  Street,  Nor¬ 
walk,  Conn.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Reu- 
bin  Kaminsky,  410  Aslyum  Street,  Hart¬ 
ford,  Conn.,  filed  December  30,  1964. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  passengers 
and  their  baggage,  limited  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  not  more  than  eight  passen¬ 
gers  in  any  one  vehicle  (to  be  reissued 
under  order  of  the  Commission  in  Docket 
No.  MC  124732  (Sub-No.  5)  “limited  to 
the  transportation  of  not  more  than  11 
passengers  in  any  one  vehicle”)  not  in¬ 
cluding  the  driver  thereof,  over  a  devia¬ 
tion  route  as  follows:  From  junction  U.S. 
Highway  7  and  Connecticut  Highway  35 
at  Ridgefield,  Conn.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
7  to  junction  Connecticut  Highway  106 
at  Wilton,  Conn.,  thence  over  Connecti¬ 
cut  Highway  106  to  junction  Connecticut 
Highway  29  at  New  Canaan,  Conn., 
thence  over  Connecticut  Highway  29  to 
its  junction  Interstate  Highway  95  at 
Darien,  Conn.  (Interchange  No.  12), 
and  return  over  the  same  route  for  oper¬ 
ating  convenience  only.  The  notice  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  passengers  and 
their  baggage  over  a  pertinent  service 
route  as  follows:  From  Danbury,  Conn., 
over  U.S.  Highway  7  to  junction  Con¬ 
necticut  Highway  35,  thence  over  Con¬ 
necticut  Highway  35  to  Ridgefield,  Conn., 
thence  over  Connecticut  Highway  33  to 
Wilton,  Conn.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
7  to  Norwalk,  Conn.,  thence  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  95  to  New  York,  N.Y., 
thence  over  city  streets  and  highways  to 
La  Guardia  Field  Airport  and  John  F. 
Kennedy  International  Airport,  Idlewild, 
N.Y.,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Bertha  F.  Armes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-367;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 

8:45  am.] 


[Notice  12] 

FINANCE  APPLICATIONS 

January  11, 1965. 

The  following  publications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  requirements  governing 
notice  of  filing  of  applications  under  sec¬ 
tions  20a  eiccept  (12)  and  214  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act.  The  Commis¬ 
sion’s  order  of  May  20, 1964,  providing  for 
such  publication  of  notice,  was  published 
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in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  July  31, 
1964  (29  F.R.  11126)  and  became  effec¬ 
tive  October  1, 1964. 

All  hearings  and  prehearing  confer¬ 
ences,  if  any,  will  be  called  at  9:30  a.m., 
U.S.  standard  time  unless  otherwise 
specified. 

F.D.  No.  23451.  By  application  filed 
January  8, 1965,  Gateway  Transportation 
Co.,  Inc.,  2130-2150  South  Avenue,  La 
Crosse,  Wis.,  seeks  authority  under  sec¬ 


tion  214  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
to  effect  a  reclassification  of  its  common 
stock  by  reducing  the  $1.00  par  value  to 
62  V2  cents  par  value  and  thereafter  effect 
a  stock  split  by  issuing  6  additional  shares 
of  the  new  62  y2  cents  par  value  common 
stock  for  each  10  shares  held  by  stock¬ 
holders  of  record  as  of  January  4,  1965. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Drew  L.  Carraway, 
Rice,  Carpenter  and  Carraway,  618  Per¬ 


petual  Building,  Washington,  D.C.,  20004. 
Protests  must  be  filed  no  later  than  15 
days  from  date  of  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Bertha  F.  Armes, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  65-430;  Filed,  Jan.  13,  1965; 
8:49  a.m.] 
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